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LEAFLET No. 1.] [S/IXTH SERIES.

MORAL POINTS

IN THE

HOME RULE CONTROVERSY

THE REV. WM. ARTHUR.

Reprinted (by permission) from the “ TIMES.”

AND THE

IRISH NONCONFORMIST APPEAL.




The following letter appeared in the 7%mes of the
21st January, 1891, and is reprinted in this form by

permission of the Proprietors




MO AL BOTNTS

IN THE

HOME RULE CONTROVERSY.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Recent events having given some beginning of confirmation
to the belief I always held that the union brought about by Mr.
Gladstone between Parnellism and religious men could not endure,
but by reason of moral imcompatibility must break up, perhaps you
will permit me to submit a few considerations on the moral questions
involved in that union. Such considerations may not at the present
moment be altogether resented by some whose state of mind, so long
as they believed in Mr. Parnell, did not invite to serious reasoning.

We have made one great gain of common ground for those who
wish to do justly; they who did and they who did not believe Mr.
Parnell to be bad company, dangerous to private virtues and to public
morals, are now at one. Greatly to my disrepute in the eyes of men
whom it was grief to me to offend, but whom I could not permit to
lead me into what I believed to be sin and shame, I always insisted
that Mr. Parnell was a wholesale trader in crime ; that by crime he
made his power and made money, and that complicity with him
was complicity with crime, clearly so when it aimed at raising him to
power.

Whether this estimate of Mr. Parnell were right or wrong, many
protests against its uncharitableness notwithstanding, it continued to
be my fixed judgment, even when again and again tried by such
amateur tests as I knew how to apply. Now, on no point of human
accountability is my faith deeper than on this, that we are all account-
able for our judgments. For myself, travelling as I do westward from
the line of three score years and ten, straight towards the setting sun,
the strip of time in which idle words may be spoken is narrow, and
the light not far off in which they must be read again, under the eye
of Eternal Justice.

When, therefore, an authoritative test was supplied by the Special
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Commission, with slow and searching care did I read every word of
the evidence in those invaluable little volumes published by Z%e Zimes.
So with the Report of the Judges. The speechesI did not feel bound
to read carefully, except that of Mr. Davitt, which, for me, was in the
nature of evidence. Some who confined their reading to the selections
given in some Home Rule papers, or to the speech of Sir Charles
Russell, might, without loss to themselves from a moral point of view,
take advantage of an easy test now furnished to their hand. They
might read that portion of Sir Charles Russell's speeck which gives
the description of Mr. Parnell, and compare it with facts at present
known. If they neglect such gentle checks on judgment, and yet,
in the face of men who do not tell lies, in the face of sworn evidence,
and of the solemn judgment of a weighty Bench, go on calling bad
things by good names and good things by bad ones, all the time
mentally setting up some self-justification, then will the moral
debilitant sink in and work its way down to the roots of their nature.

As a specimen of my amateur tests I may say that when, after 1886,
it clearly appeared that the policy of ‘“keeping Ireland in a state of
unsettlement ” was to be taken over from Mr. Davitt (who greatly errs
if he dreams that he was its author) into English hands, not super-
seding, but aiding and comforting, the regular staff of unsettlement, I
neglected most other reading on the question in order to scrutinize
the utterances of one conspicuous person. In doing so I kept in view
two ends—(1) to compare those utterances with others out of the same
mouth made under responsibility ; (2) to compare statements as to
facts with the facts themselves. The first process I did not continue
long. I do not envy the moral nature of the man who voluntarily
could. The second I did, in important cases, continue for about 18
months, and then solemnly and in sadness laid it finally down.

I make a difference between the moral character of co-operation
with Parnell before the Report of the Special Commission and after
it. The floods of falsechood poured on the public ear as to things and
persons in Ireland were, to my knowledge, believed in, at least in part,
by people whom beforehand 1 should have assumed to have passable
information. Men were so transformed, by some strange spell, that
one who would offer to them good information instead of bad might
as well be employed putting lighted candles into the Thames. But,
so far, they were only setting the untested testimony of men never
accused of telling lies against that of men habitually accused of doing
g0, and yet never seriously troubled by the accusation, and setting the
4]
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testimony of men with no self-interest to promote against that of men
with interests and ambitions enough strongly to solicit their judgment.

This position of the conflicting testimonies, as being both untested,
was wholly changed by the Special Commission. What had been
dismissed under such formulas as ¢ Ulster bigotry ” and “Protestant
ascendancy,” ‘Landlord interests,” ¢ No Popery cry,” “ Tory lies,”
 The Times fabrications,” and so forth and so forth, was now point
by point, with fatal accuracy, traced out, sworn to, cross-examined,
set up unassailable, and then solemnly confirmed by a judgment
which will be for ever memorable. Even points in ¢ Parnellism and
Crime ” which I believed could not be established were established.

This, I repeat, made a serious change in the moral position. It
was no longer open to truthful men to doubt whether the crimes
were facts or only the coinage of politicians, to doubt whether or not
they were perpetrated with concert and upon system, to doubt whether
or not they were organized by men who did not risk their persons in
perpetrating them, to doubt whether or not they were instigated by
men who did not even run minor risks by organizing any particular
crime, or to doubt whether some men did not unite in themselves the
characters of instigators of crime with that of upholders of organiza-
tion, even giving such touches of general superintendence as might
comport with personal safety. No more was it any longer open to
any truthful man to doubt whether the end in view was or was not
one hostile to the peace and stability of the Empire, and, therefore,
to the guarantees of both civil and religious liberty. These points
were settled. What men, some ignorant, some interested, had called
either fancies of bigotry or inventions of placemen, had now solidified
as judicial history.

These points being settled, then arose the question, * How could
men be acquitted of complicity who ignored all this, who even
employed the crime of one of the fraternity, Pigott, to cover up all
the crimes of those who were his fellow-labourers and official
successors ?”

Suppose that the wretch Pigott had been charged with robbery,
in addition to other things, and that on this count he had been
acquitted, on the others convicted. What ought religious men to
have thought of me had I declared him triumphantly acquitted, and
ignored the fact that he was convicted of forgery, perjury, systematic
lying, complicity with treason, with treason-felony, and with murder
for treasonable ends? What oughtthey to have thought of me had I
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said that, though bad, his misdeeds were not so bad as the laws of
Parnellism which provoked them, or had I said that, such as those
deeds were, being committed with a view to bring to justice a
political culprit like Parnell, they were political offences, incidents of
a great struggle, and, indeed, patriotic? But far worse still. Suppose
that Pigott had been acquitted of being a forger, and had been
convicted only of being a perjurer, what ought they to have thought
of me had I then tried to make him the first ruler in a kingdom ?

What they ought in such a case to think of me that ought they

n equity to think of any man who, in the case of Parnell, did like-
wise in respect of points on which he was convicted.

Take another person, one who was not convicted of any crime.
What would any honest man think of me if I proposed (1) that the
people of Scotland shall lose the Imperial franchise and receive back
a local one; (2) that the suffrage shall be so arranged that the great
majority in Parliament shall be nominees ofthe Roman Catholic and
Episcopal clergy ; and (3) that the officers to take over the executive
power shall be Major Le Caron and his closest associates? I doubt
if, on such a proposal, Scotchmen would call me a man of enlightened
conscience.

But was I.e Caron accused of such crimes as the men of the Clan-
na-Gael or the Land I.eague? Was he convicted of complicity in
any man’s or woman’s blood?. Were or were not his operations
conducted for a political end? Then why object to exalting him
when you insist that in Ireland it would not come true that the wicked
would walk on every side when the vilest men were exalted? The
answer I make to your soul is, They would.

Now, trying to exercise fairness of mind, could men be acquitted of
complicity in sin' who, after judgment given, set themselves with fresh
zeal to force up into power a man whose own oath had declared that
his word in Parliament was a lie (I hold to the old definition of a lie—
language used with the intention to deceive); who in more than one
case swore in contradiction to facts established, whose swearing in
instance after instance was not believed by the judges ; who was con-
victed as a criminal, as a conspirator in crime, as persisting in intimi-
dation after evidence that it led to murder, as the ally and, in respect of
money, the beneficiary of the preachers of the lowest forms of crime
which have ever been, in a civilized nation, commended in print, as
the beneficiary of men like Patrick Ford, a wretch at whose name
every henest man ought to shudder, whom Mr. Davitt regards—and
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told the judges so—as an admirable example of the Christian and
philanthropist ? How, I repeat, could those who, with all this proved,
would set up Parnell in the chief place of power in Ireland be acquit-
tad of partaking of his sins ?

This question would seem to have sat lightly upon some. It did
not sit lightly upon me. It made me look upon men whom I would
fain have held in honour, and ask, Can I, before their Master and
mine, acquit them of heavy moral blame? Should I propose to set
up such a wretch, with such an accompaniment of wretches, to rule
over them, ought they to acquit me or to condemn me? Not to
speak of public teaching to a flock, should I dare to teach a single
person that in cases of crime, not spontaneous, but organized, the
instigator is less guilty than the organizer, and the organizer less guilty
than the perpetrator?  True, the perpetrator greatly exposes himself
to the criminal Courts, the organizer practically little, the instigator
scarcely at all. But, in the light of a judgment to come, [ believe that
in the measure in which organizer and instigator cover themselves from
the stroke of human justice, in that measure do they all the more lay
themselves open to the stroke of Divine justice. ~Whether to one in
private, or to many in public, I must, with John Wyclif, teach, * God
wole that he that eggeth a man to yvel have double penance of him
that doeth the yvel.”

Now, when the egging on to evil is done from behind 2 desk, or
from before the reporters, done to millions at a time, and when the
man egging on to evil, knowing the tendency of his words, takes his
chance of their making organizers of crime by the score or the hundred,
and of such organizers each making perpetrators by tens or by units,
then has the guilt reached its height.

Well, I used to say so, and one naturally thought so. The guilt
of Irish crime used to rise no higher than the Irish instigator. Is it
so to-day? Has not birth been given to a new person in the tragedy
since the time when first Parnellism was certificated from the front
bench? Have we not now the Parliamentary apologist of Irish crime,
the Parliamentary patron and yoke-fellow of convicted criminals?

I'have not put the case, and do not wish to go into it, of men who,
after the judgment of the Special Commission, tried to persuade the
public that Mr. Parnell was a gentleman of the highest honour, in-
capable of crime, who even then would set him up as one whose
character would guarantee to Ireland such good government that
Irishmen who made a difficulty of parting with the guarantee of tae
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Imperial franchise in favour of this sounder and nobler one were
worthy to be sneered at as not trusting their fellow-countrymen ; while
religious men, who hesitated to exchange the same tried guarantee of
religious equality for what they took to be only a precarious chance
of religious liberty, were called bigots. Surely some who so acted will
now ask their own hearts, was it either equitable or merciful or the
part of a good citizen? Is it too much to hope that they will also ask
themselves whether, history being our guide, we should look upon the
difference between a security so unquestionable and one so question-
able as one of those things about which a free people will only argue,
or one of those about which they fight ?

Before the Commission reported, the ignorance which might or
might not be voluntary, but which, at all events, seemed invincible,
admitted of some semblance of excuse. Moral evidence had indeed
been treated as nothing, and legal evidence was denied to be possible.
At last legal evidence was forthcoming ; but because Pigott had been
wicked against Parnell there was condonation ready for those who
had been wicked against us all. I say against us all, for those who,
like me and the multitude, have no protection but law and order,
always have, whether we know it or not, an enemy in any one who
sets these aside and makes himself or his clique into a counter
authority.

" It was more than condonation ; it was justification, or what with the
multitude would pass for it. It was more than justification ; it was the
renewal of co-partnership, coupled with ostentatious effort to confer on
the men of the double oath, the double face, and the double tongue,
on men steeped not in crimes of passion, but in organized crime, the
chief places of power in a kingdom. And professedly religious men
stood this, and ministers of the Gospel smiled consent, or even spoke
it.

Oh'! I thought, for one blast of the trumpet of noble John Bright.
who knew that in such cases the only Christian, the only philosophical
temper is the strongest moral indignation of which the human soul is
capable! He might, perhaps would, have quoted the words of
Solomon, * He that saith unto the wicked, Thou art righteous; him
shall the people curse, nations shall abhor him.” Moral certainty of
sin, and horrible sin, had not sufficed, legal conviction had not
sufficed ; conscience seemed dazed to blindness or drugged to death.
So sure were the co-partners of their following that close on the

threshold of the Divarce Court was the moral spectacle seen of an
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ex-Prime Minister, in the person of his envoy, Mr. John Morley,
soliciting the sole virtue of which ill-omened Parnell seems able to
boast—namely, his steadfast truth to professions and promises. If
this one virtue, when all others failed, had really stood by him, it
could scarcely be more self-consoling to him than self-humiliating to
some other persons. It was well tested. Thousands a year, the
immediate patronage of Irish offices, and great openings to future
power were no small temptation. Would he not take office under a
British Cabinet? This would be to sell his party behind its back.
Some persons, being equal to that, are equal also to tempting others
toit. Now, coming out of the Divorce Court, he brags of his fidelity
to pledges as against a great bribe offered when about to go into it
At the moment when the veil is torn from his own face he drags aside
the curtain and lets the public catch a glimpse of the two figures of
his tempters covering themselves behind a thin screen of excuses. As
if the publican, turning not penitent, put Pharisee, cried *“ I am not as
the other man.”

The day had come. Sentence fell; not this time a mere judgment
to be recorded, as in the case of the Commission, but a sentence to
be executed. The evidence could not be hidden as so much had
been. Men with consciences and families learned, for once, the facts
as they stood. The long-smothered sub-consciousness of a dangerous
fellowship with wickedness flamed up, and soon colossal piles of wood,
hay. and stubble, heaped up in support of Parnell, were smoke and
ashes. The wrath which had long been spared to crime fell black
and heavy upon vice. The Christian family had saved the British
State. For this result the poor politicians could claim no credit.
The English pro-Parnellites met for political work and said nought.
The Irish Parnellites met and acclaimed the leadership of Mr.
Parnell. Nine days’ wonder waited on the silence of Mr. Gladstone.
But others were not silent; and to the Churches alone is due the
tardy and correctly qualified suspension by Mr. Gladstone of joint
leadership.

I find here, at a place where different nations meet, that much as
some Continental journals mock at the “hypocrisy ” of the Puritan
party, who would coquet with such crime as in any Continental
country would be crushed out by the strong hand, and yet could take
fire at a vice little heeded in States where Puritans do not exist, they
nevertheless say, “ If in England offences of this sort have extinguished
Parnell and Sir Charles Dilke, some of our own henourables might as
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well take a hint.” So do both our indulgence to evil and our awaking
to righteousness make an impression on other nations.

When I have told friends that in the cases brought out by the
Special Commission one of the houses fired into was one in which in my
very young days | had preached ; that a place mentioned was one hard
by which I was waylaid for preaching in a village, and escaped through
the sudden appearing of a stranger; that one gentleman was one
whose father I had known in my father’s house, and another the name-
sake and near kinsman of one who was my friend and the friend of all
good men in West Cork ; that a third who was shot down near his
own gate, with five bullet wounds, was a dear friend of my early youth,
who had many times driven me in Mayo and Sligo over bog and hill
to preach to a handful of scattered people, and whose voice well did for
the hymns what mine tried to do for the sermon ; when I have told this,
and also how, at my own table, two gentlemen from a city in South
Ireland had related—making me feel as if I had scarcely a right to sit
under my own vine and fig tree while my brethren were in danger of
having the protecting roof of law and order wrecked over their
heads—related how, in the city in question, in the Wesleyan
Chapel, one Sunday, when it was known that the Circuit
Steward, being in danger of his life, was sitting with a revolver
in his pocket, there appeared a local preacher from England,
said to have figured (or to have come to figure) at some ** eviction
scene,” and “ Ah,” said they, * how every decent Methodist felt dis-
graced !”—when I have told such things, the answer has been, * But
we do not approve of crime.”

The first time this reply was made to me I stood dumb. Itwasan
amiable and excellent man. What, I said to myself, Mr. brought
to this, that he feels some necessity of saying he does not approve of
crime? So the Rev. Dr. soberly tells me that he does not
approveof such things ; that, indeed, he detests them. For what reason
should so good a man think of saying so? No Unionist ever thought
of saying it. Neither did any minister of the Gospel in London think
of saying that he did not approve of the doings of the Paris Commune,
that league of the autonomists of the Seine. And on good ground.
None of them tried to raise these men to the powers of autonomy for
which they murdered and burned, for which also they were hewn or
blown to death in such masses that if all the victims of Irish conflict
since the day of the Union were placed beside them, they would bulk
as a plume to a hearse. Some men who had only lent their respect-
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ability to the Communards, and who did not, in the abstract, approve
of crime, had short shrift in the day of retribution from the Republican
Government.

The last thing I should seek to do would be to fasten upon any
Christian minister so dark a charge as that of publicly palliating crime.
But we must be just before we are generous. In the pages of Z%e
Times have appeared words from two ministers in London which, here
in quietness, I may possibly call an unconscious palliation of crime,
but which, while I speak the truth, I could not deny appear to me to
be virtual and, for political purposes, efficient palliation of crime.

Not approve of crime? No, certainlyno. Detest the low, dark
tyranny of the Land League? Yes, assuredly. That is the spirit of
multitudes whom cunning men have led into error. One thing,
however, Christian ministers could do for Parnellism and crime more
helpful than approval of the crime. From them the last thing
Parnellism would ask for wouild be to approve of crime. That once
frankly done by them, their usefulness to instigator, organizer, per-
petrator, was gone. What all these want from Christian ministers is
to lend them respectability and to get them power. As to the use to
be made of that power, they can see to that. While employed in
getting them the power, the more respectable detestation of crime you
show the better their chances, the worse those of their victims.

Parnellism did not want the clergy of either the Presbyterian or
Congregational, the Baptist or the Methodist Churches, to give
absolution for robbery, maiming, and murder. It did not want
them to secure to the murderer the comforts of eternal hope in
a deferred future and in the immediate future the certainty of
posthumous martyr repute. It did stand in need for the perpetrators,
and now and then for a chance organizer, of services of that kind ;
but only from the proper clergy. All it sought from the Protestant
clergy was certificates of good character for the instigators—not,
indeed, certificates of past good conduct ; that point might be omitted
or glossed over ; but bold, clear certificates of good conduct for the
future, upon which portion of the history of its ornaments Parnellism
held them bound to store their minds with unimpeachable information.
And unimpeachable their information as to the future of Mr. Parnell
in particular was. Any poor person like myself who ventured to
doubt was to be lectured on passion, prejudice, blindness, distrust, and
hatred of the Irish race. Now, in my own case, ignorance is so
pronounced that I never feel satisfied that I can safely judge of a man
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by his future. Indeed, I could not honestly deny the charge that I
do not know what Mr. Gladstone will propose next. Sometimes I
might, perhaps, venture to form some opinion as to a man’s future by
marking well his past. As applied to the fine men of Parnellism [
learned that any such procedure was a sign of an improper spirit. So
I must fall under the sentence due to those wicked bigots in Belfast
and elsewhere who would not see that Mr. Parnell, Mr. Ford, Mr.
O’Brien, and Mr. Finerty, with other persons of similar antecedents,
were only to be judged by their future, ze., by unwritten history, being,
as they were, the authors and executive of unwritten law. We might
come to this conclusion that, whereas written law begets breaches of
law, and whereas written history depicts bad men, therefore be it
resolved that henceforth, with a view to the common weal, judgment
of acts shall be given only upon unwritten law and judgment of
character only upon unwritten history.

As to the additional light given by the recent disruption, it is no new
light to Irish Unionists. They knew the men and their manners.
All the scenes in Westminster, Dublin, and Kilkenny, whether scenes
of election or reprobation of Mr. Parnell, have done nothing but show
that in what the Irish Unionists said -all along, they were men of
sound knowledge and just testimony Under the eyes of those who
would not give them credit now lie their vouchers, furnished by the
proper bailsmen. Of those who did give them credit some will now
be equitable and wise—perhaps even some of those who at present
seem as if even this lesson were lost upon them, and seem to mean to
take out a fresh licence in the old, wild line.

The idea that Parnellism under some other leader will offer better
guarantees, or guarantees of anything but civil war in Ireland, and in
England such furies of party, as were never known since James II. took
ship, the idea that its triumph would settle Ireland and leave England
quiet, is one such that the men who seriously present it, if any sane
man seriously does, surely are prepared to be seriously pitied. Men
who have no interests involved may play with such tools, not men
who have at stake good employment, farms, shops, factories, shipyards,
or churches. The Union banished from the soil of Ireland civil war ; it
has reared up one great national industry and many flourishing auxiliary
ones,and a powerful middle class, whom even Mr. Finerty, in his Cicago
Citizen, confesses to be, in succession to the landlords, the English
garrison of the present day, so much so that, excellent gentleman as
he is, certificated in the mass with others from pulpit and platform, he
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declares that the only way of settling the Irish question isto “beggar”
the linen folks, masters and men, constituents as they are of Saunderson
and the like of him ; and that the way to compass this beggaring (of
course innocent because its end is political) is to get America to put
on duties of a hundred per cent.

Now this mighty middle class are of this mind, that in Ireland
there has been enough of beggaring ; that in the parts of the country
where it has most thriven it has not done the people much good.
They are by hard work bringing into the country, year by year,
millions of money, for which they send out sound value in cloth,
yarn, ships, chemicals, and so on. If they are let alone they will in
ime make the whole country industrious and loyal, as they have
already made one province, by nature the poorest, before the Union
the most troublesome. They will make it so in spite of the apostles
of * unsettlement,” although these are yearly driving capital out of the
country at one end, while the manufacturers and their men are bringing
it in at the other. Masters and men are of a mind—one of Mr.
Finerty’s charges against them. In the same districts landlords and
tenants are of a mind. Farm labourer and factory hand, farmer and
trader, manufacturer and landlord—every man kunows what his
neighbour thivks, and they are all of a mind, They want only two
things—peace and the protection of law. They would abhor the idea
of fighting ; but their words are to this effect—the franchise and rest
under law and order which the English and the Scotch have we have.
This industry has come of security, this security of settled government,
that settled government of the Union. We shall not let go our
Imperial franchise. We shall not be put under a Parliament in Dublin.
The Imperial franchise and all which that guarantees is our birthright.
No man shall take it from us. We will never sell it.  If Englishmen
and Scotchmen will not let us live and die in the freedom we were
born to, they will have to come and kill us.

On that ground stands the strongest party in Ireland—mark the
word ; for as surely as the Home Rule party is the larger, so surelyis
the Unionist party the stronger. Ask any military man who has spent
a few years in the country. Do not ask journalists or politicians.

Settle the Irish question by putting the stronger party under the
weaker ! You would only change a count of heads into a trial of
strength.  Instead of the polling booth, where nothing counts but
heads, you would set for the two parties another trysting place. There
brains count, education counts, purses count, habits of hard work
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count, habits of command and habits of obedience count, habits of
success count, delight in overcoming difficulties counts, northern
tenacity counts, and there are other things which I do not mention
that would count.

Let not the two parties be summoned to that trysting place.
Bid both sit still and mind their business under the sword
and shield of Imperial law. Let the word be—Every man shall have
equal laws. Any who lawfully seek amendment of law shall be
heard. Any who coerce others shall be themselves coerced. Any
who claim powers not enjoyed by all their fellow citizens shall be
denied. Any who, to gain exceptional privileges, use force shall
have force used on them. Anyone who takes the law into his own
hands shall be punished. Any who organize coercion by unwritten
law shall be dealt with as traitors to law itself and as enemies to the
community.

If that word be spoken in such wise that men may know it to be
not yea and nay, but yea, then will the years to come, like those
since the Union, see no civil war, but a steady growth of peace and
goodwill. Hoping in some humble measure to serve that end, and
trusting that I may never see such times as both of my grandfathers
saw.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,

WM. ARTHUR.
PALLANZA, Ttaly, Jan. 9.
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NONCONFORMIST APPEAL,

The following appears in the “ RURAL WORLD " of March 12t%, 1892.

“ WE, the undersigned Irish non-Episcopa: ministers, desire, through
your widely-read paper, to draw the attention of our Nonconformist
brethren in England to our attitude towards Home Rule for Ireland.

“ Almost every one of the 9go non-Episcopal ministers in Ireland is
opposed to Mr. Gladstone's scheme, or any other scheme which would
establish a Parliament in Dublin possessing legislative and executive
authority.

“The events which have occurred in Ireland since 1886 have
strengthened us, and the Churches of which we are ministers, in our
determined opposition to a Dublin Parliament.

“The recent struggles between the Parnellites and M‘Carthyites
have impressed us more strongly than ever with the tremendous influence
exercised by the Irish priesthood—an influence which would be paramount
in a Dublin Parliament. The effects of such clerical interference in the
sphere of politics in other countries confirm us in the judgment that under
a Home Rule Government the interests and liberties of the Irish people,
and especially of Irish Protestants, would be insecure.

“ The struggle between Catholics and Protestants would be intensi-
fied, and the eventual result would be the all-but certainty of civil war
of a most sanguinary character.

“ Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule scheme we hold to be at once degrad-
ing to us as citizens, and dangerous to the interests of the Empire.

“Our interests, and the interests of our people, are secure in the
keeping of the Imperial Parliament ; and we have no grievance which
the Imperial Parliament does not show itself willing to remedy.

“We claim the aid of our brethren in England and Wales in our resist-
ancc of Mr. Gladstone’s policy—a policy which we hold to be one of sur-
render and despair; and we appeal with the utmost confidence to the
descendants of the Nonconformists of 1662 to put an end at the coming
general election, for at least a generation, to attempts such as Mr. Glad-
stone has made to disintegrate and destroy the unity and glory of the
Empire and our Queen.

“N. M. BROWN, D.D., Presbyterian.
“R. J. LyND, D.D., Presbyterian.

“ JOHN JAMES M‘CLURE, Presbyterian.
“ GEORGE CRON, Independent.

“ WILLIAM USHER, M..D., Baptist.

“ WESLEY GUARD, Methodist.”

Nore.—Dr. N. M. Brown is the Moderator (or Chairman) for the present year
of the General Assembly—the Supreme Court—of the Irish Presbyterian
Church, which numbers almost half a million of the people of Ireland.
He is a Radical, and is and was a tenant-righter long before the majority
of Nationalists had dreamed of such a thing as tenant.right. Dr. Lynd
is an ex-Moderator of the General Assembly, and probably the most
eloquent non-Episcopal minister in Ireland. He has been a Liberal all
his days. Mr. Wesley Guard is an eloquent Wesleyan Methodist, and is
representative of the Methodist Community, Dr. Usher is the foremost
Baptist pastor in Belfast, and is entitled to speak for the Baptist Com-
munity. Mr. Cron is an Independent minister of ability, Mr. M‘Clureis
Secretary of the Presbyterian Representation Association.
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WHAT IS IRELAND TO BE?

A

REPUBLIG OR COLONY.

It will be seen from the subjoined passage clipped from the
Manchester Guardian, the great North of England Gladstonian
organ, that at last an admission, regarding the true character
of the Nationalist movement, has been wrenched from English
Home Rulers. We read :—

«“The more Mr. Parnell speaks the more abundantly clear he
makes it that he is a man with whom no party leader in this
country can come to terms. The whole of his'speeches yesterday
consisted in a denunciation of the doctrine of supremacy of the
Imperial Parliament and 3 demand for what practi-
cally amounts to separation.”’—»>anchester Guardian,
24th February, 1891.

Mr. Parnell is frightening the Gladstonians by the violence
and extremity of his demands now. But just before Mr.
Gladstene entered into an alliance with Mr. Parnell the latter was
saying exactly the same things as he is saying now, and in language
quite as violent and extreme. What Mr. Parnell has been for the
last ten years that he is to-day, and what he is to-day that has he
been for the past ten years. He has been for that period, and is
now, a conspirator, an inciter of, and an apologist for, crime,
and a wilful and persistent liar. He is also, from the political
standpoint, a strong man, who knows his own mind, and who
always pursues in the most implacable way a definite object. He
has always advocated the same policy; he has always been an
out-and-out separatist; indeed, this strong silent man has beean
most uniformly consistent.

B b7




(2]

Mr. Parnell now demands, not a subordinate, but a co-ordinate

Parliament.

He demands com
demands the right to “protect” Irish commerce.

plete control of the police. He

He demands

Irish independence, and the right of Ireland to Nationhood. The

Gladstonians now admit this.
Mr. Parnell has always demanded these things,

words :—

They forget that
Here are his

(1) In Loxvon, March 17th, 1885.—« We should not impede

or hamper the march of our nation.

Though our programme

may now appear limited and small, it should be such a one as
shall not prevent hereafter the fullest realization of the hopes

of Ireland.”

(2) At Wickrow, October §th, 1885.—I claim this for Ireland,
that if the Irish Parliament of the future considers that there are
certain industries in Ireland which could be benefited by Pro-
tection, which could be nursed by Protection * = * % (ha

Parliament ought to have power to carry out that
It is impossible for us to give guarantee.”

* * * *

policy

(3) To_correspondent of New Fork Herald, November 7th,
1885.—“ What Irishman of influence or importance would under-
take any responsibility in a Local L.egislature without
having the control of the police force ?”

Let any Englishman read these statements and the following

passages side by side, and ask himself if Mr, Parnell has not all
along been a consistent separatist :—

MR. PArRNELL 1N 1885,

At Castlebar, 3rd November,
1885 :—

¢ Speaking for myself, and I believe
for the lrish people, and for all my
colleagues, I have to declare that we
will never accept, either expressly or
implied, anything but the full
complete right to arrange
our own affairs, and to
make our land a nation ;
to secure for her, free
from outside control, the
right to direct her own
cause among the peoples
of the world.”—United Irelanc
Report.
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MR. PARNELL 1IN 1891.

At Strokestown, 23rd Feb-
ruary, 1891 :—

‘““Now what are the inducements
that they offer to Ireland to surrender
the path of Irish nationality ? They
tell you that if you obey the orders of
the Grand Old Man you will get a
Parliament in College Green, but what
sort >f a Parliament? When |
stood in this county ten
years ago |l told you the
belief in my heart, and it
is the same belief to-day.
I took off my coat for the
purpose of obtaining and
consummating the future
of Irish nationality, That
position was accepted by the men of
Ireland, and upon' that position I have
stood during th=se long years,” (Cheers.)
—Z&reeman, 2ath February, 1891,




At Waterford, on the 24th January, 1891, Mr. Parnell plainly
stated what he wanted, after expressing regret for ¢ Dbeing too
amiable with this Grand Old Man.”

“«The Liberal Party and Mr. Gladstone,” said Mr. Parnell,
“know what Ireland wants;” and he continued: “It is now
known to all men, English and [rish, that what we want is that,
when our Parliament has been restored to us, the elected
representatives of the people shall have power to make laws
for Ireland, and that there shall be no English veto upon those
laws except the constitutional veto of the Crown, exercised in
the same way as it is exercised by the Crown upon the Imperial
Parliament.” = (Cheers).—/Z7reeman’s _Journal, 25th January. 189t.

Here, then, is a definite statement. The only veto which will
be tolerated is the veto of the Sovereign. The English Parlia-
ment, or English Ministry, will have no controlling power. An
Irish Prime Minister will be accountable alone, and direct to
the Crown; and it is scarcely necessary to point out that the
Queen only exercises her veto and prerogative upon the advice
of her Ministers. Assuming such a state of things came about,
under the Premiership of Mr. Parnell or Mr. T. M. Healy, and
that either of these Ministers recommended Her Majesty to
extend her pardon to the Phanix Park assassins and dynamiters
now in English prisons, and the Queen, on the advice of the
English Cabinet, refused to do so, what would be the out-
come? Another Irish grievance would be propounded, and steps
taken to fulfil Mr. Parnell’s remarks at Navan, on 1st March,
1891, when he addressed the following words to an enthusiastic
assembly :—

“Men of royal Meath, perhaps some day or other in the long
distant future some one may arise who may have the privilege
of addressing you as men of republican Meath.” (Loud
Cheers).—Zreeman’s Journal, 2znd March, 1891.

It was admitted, in Committee Room No. 15 [December 4th,
1890, that Mr. Gladstone’s Bl of 1886 was accepted pro tanto,
as a “Parliamentary hit” to begin with. In such a manner
would the Waterford demands be accepted as a step towards
establishing a republic.

This is the state of affairs from a Parnellite point of view.
How about the other wing of the Nationalist party, ranged under
the banner of Mr. Justin McCarthy ?

During the “Union of Hearts” period, such Members as
Mr. John O’Connor and Mr. Pierce Mahony were going up
and down England stating, on hundreds of platforms, that
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Mr. Gladstone’s Bill ot 1886 was a final measure to satisfy the
“legitimate aspirations of the Irish people,” and all they wanted
was to remain ¢part and parcel of the British Empire.”
Mr. John Deasy, M.P., amid the assenting cheers of the
anti-Parnellites, described these gentlemen at Cork, on 27th
January, 1891, as ““ going about with a lie on the
tip of their tongue,” and ““going over to England
and uttering falsehoods.”

To men who will think and reason, this is conclusive, and
that the anti-Parnellitess’ demand ‘““what practically
amounts to separation,” as well as Mr. Parnell.

Take another illustration of anti-Parnellite demands, which
appears so late as March, 1891. Sir John Pope Hennessy, the
latest recruit to the Nationalist anti-Parnellite fold, and eminent
ally of Mr. Justin McCarthy and Mr. Gladstone, in a letter dated
28th February, 1891, thus speaks of the impossible separatist,
Mr. Parnell. ‘““ As far as | can make out the

meaning of his latest declarations, | go-

further than he seems disposed to go.”
Sir John then demands a full Colonial Constitution for Ireland.
“This would give us,” he writes, “ complete control of every-
thing local—not only complete control of the land, the police,
and all appointments, but control of our Customs and our fiscal
system.” Sir John proceeds to insist on the necessity of
protection. ¢Otherwise our National claims would be
imperfectly realized.”

It is thus demonstrated that not only the

Parnellites, but the anti-Parnellites demand
separation, and the final establishment of

either a Republic, or a Colony, within sixty

miles of the English shore.




LEAFLET No. 3 ] [SIXTH SERIES.

THE IRISH PEOPLE

AND

MRr. BALFOUR.

Habitual readers of Nationalist newspapers and auditors of
National Members of Parliament during the past few years, could
only arrive at the one conclusion that Mr. Balfour was a man
thoroughly hated by the Irish people; that he was, in their estimation,
a tyrannical despot, trampling on all liberty and every National
sentiment. The output of United Ireland’s animosity against
the Chief Secretary could not be equalled in violence of language.
Such epithets as bloody, brutal, cowardly, dastardly, inhuman and
malignant have been freely used. He has also, over and over again,
been designated as “Bomba the Little,” ‘“Cromwell the Second,”
a ** Priest hunter,” and a * Snob.” Such representations have
remained too long uncontradicted, and it is gratifying to record the
following expressions of approval of Mr. Balfour—expressions not
enunciated by either Landlords er Unionists.

During his tour in the west and north-west districts of Ireland,
Mr. Balfour passed through Killala, county Mayo, on 25th October,
18go. He was stopped by Father Nolan, the parish priest, who
asked him to honour them with a few minutes of his time in the
Board Room. DMr. Balfour, after some pressure, as his time was
limited, consented; and Mr. May, one of the elected guardians of
the poor, addressing the Chief Secretary, stated : the Board, having
heard that Mr. Balfour was to pass througk Killala, had adjourned
their business in order to thank him, and to enable Father
Nolan to express the views of the people.
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g
Mr. Balfour having entered the Board Room and taken a seat,

while every one else remained staring,

The rev. gentleman said he desired, on the part of the
people of Killala, to thank Mr. Balfour for coming

among them, and also for granting them a much-needed railway from

Ballina. . . . This was a work that the people were unanimcus
and anxious about, and on their behalf he had to thank
Mr. Balfour for the great kindness he had already bestowed on
their district.

Mr. Balfour responded.

At Achill, on 27th October, Father O'Connor remarked, ““ that the
people, who had come in such large numbers to welcome the Chief

’

Secretary, they would be glad if he would say a few words to them.’

Mr. Balfour had no objection, and in his short speech stated he had

hopes of being able to extend the railway as far as the Sound.
(Loud cheers and waving of hats. Cries of ‘‘God Bless
you,”” ‘“Thank your honour,”” and ‘‘Cheers for
Mr. Balfour.”’)

Newport was reached on 28th October, and the Rev. M. Grealy,
parish priest, in addressing the Chief Secretary, stated : “ He did not
think any Covernment in Turope could confer greater benefit on
their. people than Mr. Balfour was conferring on the people of
Newport. This visit would be productive of great good. He had
read with pleasure the able and powerful speeches
which Mr. Balfour had made about this country,
and the steps which he had taken to help her.
These things, together with such visits as the present, would yet
produce peace and prosperity in Ireland. They only regretted that
they did not see more of Mr. Balfour, and that he did not see more

of them.”

At Killybegs, county Donegal, on November 4th, the parish priest,
the Rev. Michael Martin, thanked Mr. Balfour for the great favour
he had conferred upon them, and they regarded him as a
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true and real benefactor. They did not want public works
to employ the people, as the railway works were commencing, but
still they took the opportunity of saying a good word for the districts
around about. . . . History would yet record the great services
that Mr. Baifour had conferred upon his country. He was one
of the best Chief Secretaries they had ever had, and
if he constructed the pier it would be another gem in his crown.—
Daily Express Report.

At the meeting of the Tralee Town Commissioners on
November r1th, 1890, Mr. O'Rourke proposed a resolution asking
the Government to consider the advisability of opening some relief
woiks in county Kerry.

Mr. Latchford, in seconding the motion, said he was proud to be a
Nationalist, and he had always an interest in the welfare of the
farmers and people of the country, and he thought the best
thanks of the country were due to Mr. Balfour
for the way in which he was working in the poor districts in the West
of Ireland, and the work he was preparing for the poor. He thought
it would be well if Mr. Balfour came to Kerry, for if he did he
would do something for the people.

The resolution was unanimously adopted.— Daily Express, 12th
November, 18qgo.

On zoth November, 1890, Mr. Daniel Crilly, M.P., attended a
meeting of his constituents in the Board Room of the Killala Work-
house, county Mayo. The Rev. P. F. Nolan, P.P., in the Chair.
On Mr. Crilly rising to speak, he was unable for some minutes to
obtain a hearing, those present being anything but friendly disposed.
In course of his remarks, Mr. Crilly said, ‘“they had a visit lately
from a gentleman [Mr. Balfour] with whom he strongly differed in
politics, and who, in order that he might be able to see the country
better, got on top of a round tower.” [Voices—He has done
some good for us, what you haven’t]. (Cheers).—
Freeman’s Yournal, 215t Novemder, 1840.
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The Annual Meeting of the National Sea Fisheries Protection
Association was held in the Fishmongers’ Hall, London, on 16th
March, 18qg1. Father Davis, P.P. of Baltimore, county Cork,
expressed his gratitude and that of Irish Fishermen generally, for
the interest that Association had taken for several years in their
prosperity. “He,” Father Davis, ‘“was not preseat so much tc
accuse the present Government, but, on the contrary, to express the
hope that Mr. Balfour, than whom no Statesman who
had filled the onerous post of Chief Secretary had
done so much for the National interests of the
Country, would see his way to accede to their wishes.”—Cork
Herald, 17th March, 18q1.
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THE MUTILATION

OF

DUMB ANIMALS.

Mr. bhn Dillon, speaking at Kildare (15th August, 1880), said :—

‘In the County of Mayo, where the organization is pretty strong, we

hae many a farm lying idle, from which no rent can be drawn, and there

thy shall lie, and if the landlord shall put cattle on them, the cattle

wmn’t prosper very much.”—Official Report, Queen v. Parnell, &c.,
p.:Sg.

I N hs charge to the Grand Jury of Co. Kerry at the

Soring Assizes, 1891, the Irish Lord Chief Justice
congr:tulated the Jury on the marked diminution of
boycoting. ““In the year 1887, said the Judge,
“thert were 273 persons boycotted in the County
Kerry There are in this present year but five.”
Thanls to the administration of the Crimes Act, this
subtle cruel, and demoralising form of crime has
consecuently almost ceased to exist in one of the worst
spots in Ireland. Turning from the question of
boycoting, the Judge referred to that most dastardly
specie of crime, the mutilation of animals, and said :—

“Nor it is melancholy to record this sickening detail, but what is
the renedy for it? I should be very sorry indeed—and I am sure
that yoi should be very sorry to think that it would be necessary to
have reourse to flogging in this country—as an Irishman, and you,
as Iristmen, should be very sorry that that species of degrading
punishnent was thought necessary ; but, after all, can any person be
more dgraded than the man who commits this loathsome form of

for
125




2

crime? I donot advocate flogging. I regret that it was thought
necessary to apply to the use of the lash. I should be very sorry to
think it, and I should be far from advocating it. It would be a
melancholy thing to think that recourse to such a thing should be
necessary. I am far from advocating it; but some very drastic
remedy will be necessary if this repulsive form of crime is persisted
in.”—Cork Herald, March 13th, 1891.

The following list, which the Judge had before him,
shows the number of injuries perpetrated on animals—
in nearly every case after dark—and mostly the
property of poor agriculturalists, who had in some
way offended the “unwritten law.”

189o.
May 1.—A filly, the property of John F. Powell, cut with some sharp
instrument and partly destroyed at Dooneen.
May 7.—A yearling filly, the property of C. D, O'Connor, stabbed on
the left hind leg, and partly destroyed at Moatmole.

oI
May 10.—A mare, the property of John Howard, cut with some sharp
instrument on left fore knee «t Bawnaglana.

June 29.—A donkey, the property of Thomas Sheehan, cut and
stabbed (from the effects of which it died), at West
Barrow.
July 10.—A donkey, the property of Patrick Fallon, stabbed and
killed at Ballinacaha.
July 10.—A heifer, the property of Margaret Bouqueline, leg broken
and houghed at Inch.
A mare, the property of Hanoria Casey, severely cut on
hind leg at Dirra.

July 11.

July 15.—Two calves, the property of Cornelius Daly, driven off
lands of Dirreen and killed.

July 15.—One calf, the property of Captain Magill, also driven off
and killed.
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July 15.—A mare, the property of James Dawson, stabbed with some
sharp instrument and partly destroyed at Bawnbee.

July 17.—A heifer, the property of Daniel Shea, injured and abused,
from the effects of which it died.

July 21.—Two cows, the property of John Downing, part of their
tails cut off at Inchinaleega.

July 23.—A donkey, the property of Thomas Grogan, wounded and
partly destroyed at Caterwisheen.

July 25.-—-Two three-year-old heifers (in calf), the property of the
Earl of Kenmare, driven off lands at Inchicorrigane and
never recovered.

August .—A donkey, the property of Mrs. G. F. Featherstone, had
its tongue cut out at the Spa.

August *.—A horse, the property of Mrs. Mason, injured and partly

destroyed at Gutbrack.

August 0.—A horse, the property of Roger Wharton, had one of its
legs broken, in consequence of which it had to be shot,
at Cloncarrig.

Augwst 0.—A bull, the property of Denis Sullivan, killed at
Rusheen.

August :0.—One three-year-old bullock, the property of the Land
Corporation, forcibly driven off the lands of Knockasartnett
and killed.

August t7.—A jennett, the property of William Horan, stabbed at
Gurteendrouragh.

August :1.—A heifer calf, six months old, the property of Bridget
O’Connell, stabbed about neck and shoulder with sharp
instrument, from the effects of which it died, at Laharn.

Septemler 4.—A cow, the property of Catherine Horgan, killed and
wholly destroyed at Bannskeby.
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‘September 9.—A gcat, the property of Robert Hilliard, killed ' at
West Commons.

September 11.—A cow, the property of Mrs. Julia Shea, injured by
striking the animal in the side with some sharp instrument
at Dooks.

September 14.—A mare, the property of Timothy Fealy, cut and

destiuyed in one of the hind legs at Clieveragh.

September 14.—A valuable mare, the property of Patrick Murphy,
cut with a knife or other sharp instrument.

September 22.—A bullock, the property of S. M. Hussey, driven off
the lands of Garrenderagh and killed and destroyed.

November 5.—Horse, the property of Margaret McNamara, had
portion of its ear cut off at Gethard.

November 30.—Goat, the property of Thos. Doyle, legs tied with
a cord, its tail cut off, and then drowned, at Moneypeel.

1891.
January 17 —A Cow, the property of Margaret Mahoney, - of
Skehonagh, died from injuries inflicted.

February 21.—A Horse, the property of John Kearney, stabbed at
Scarboglen.

February 28.—A Cow, the property of Eugene Sullivan, killed at
Killeah West.

March 1.—A Bull, the property of Jeremiah Roche, one leg broken at
Tubbermang.

Englishmen, will you hand over to these people
who thus torture and kill dumb animals, and do acts
which would disgrace savages, the lives and property
of the loyalists of Ireland ?
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THE ARREARD QUESTION.

It is generally stated that the *¢ Arrears ” question has never been
dealt with in Ireland, and that the failure to settle it on the part
of the Imperial Parliament is a proof of the incompetence of that
body to settle the Irish Land Question; and further, the poorer
tenants are weighed down with an overpowering burden of arrears,
which they cannot shake off.

How untrue is the statement can only be realised by those who
know that in 1882 an Arrcars Act was passed for Ireland.

That Act provided that those tenants whose valuation for rating
purposes was below £30 per anmum—that is, the tenants of 886 of
the holdings—should be given a fresh start. They were enabled,
no matter how many years’ rent they owed, to clear themselves by
the payment of one year’s rent. The Government paid the landlord
another year’s rent out of the fund of the Disestablished Church,
and wiped out by Act of Parliament the residue of the tenant’s
debt. Of course the Conrt had, in justice both to the lardlord and
the country, to inquire as to the ability, or inability, of the tenant
to pay.

Under this Act 126,882 holdings, or about one-fourth of all the
tenants in Ireland, were benefited. The annual rental of these
holdings was £1,185,265, and £1,820,586 of arrears was absolutely
wiped out. (See Parliamentary Return presented in 1884 by the
Land Commission, of which the following is a summary) :—

Holdings. Arrears wiped out.
Ulster... 41,134 b ... $561,391
Munster o 18,994 o vl 341,198
Leinster i 12,879 . 223,902
Connaught ... 52,883
Extra cases under

Sect. 16 of Act 992

Total ... 126,882
Under the Land Act of 1887 [a Unionist measure] no tenant can
now be harshly or capriciously evicted ; nor can he be evicted at
all for arrears of rent, if he is able to satisfy the Court that his
inability to pay does not arise from his own condact, act, or defauit,
and if he is willing to pay his arrears of rent and the costs, by
such instalments as the Court may think fit to appoint.
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IRELAND UNDER THE UNIONISTS.

A COMPARISON,

The increase since 1886 in the deposits in Irish savings banks
and joint stock banks, as well as the growth of the railway receipts,
bear testimony to the greater prosperity which Ireland now enjoys
as compared with the period when Mr. Gladstone was in power.

Equally remarkable is the reduction which has taken nlace in
the volume of cmigration, poverty and crime, and the decrease of
evictions, in the same period, as the following statistics show :—

PAUPERISM.
Average number of paupers in Irish workhouses, 18%1-5 . 51,558
The same on January 1st, 1891 . : N 3 : 44,110
11 per cent. decrease under Unionist Government . 5,448
EKMIGRATION.
Number of Irish emigrants in five years, 1881-5 . . 398,658
The same in the five years, 1886-90 : 4 o v 8935817

16 per cent. less emigration under Unionist Government (2.841

T m Al e NINION\T O e
INDICTABLE OFFENCES.

Number of indictable offences in 188¢ . % . . i3,
The same in 1890 . : : J ; L 5 , 9.289
23 per cent. reduction in serious crimos . 5 : 2,026

AGRARIAN OUTRAGES. ki
Number of agrarian offences in 1886 . : . . 1,056
The same in 1891 . 4 ’ : 5 . » 155
57 per cent. decrease in agrarian crime . A . (402}

BOYCOTTING.

Persons under police protection azainst intimidation in 1886 4,901

The same in March, 1892 : : ; : ’ . 0
Number of persons relieved from persecution . . 4,901
ST ] ——

EVICTIONS.
Number of evictions in 1886 . ’ 3 : . 5 3,781
The same in the year 1891 ‘ . X > . . 799
79 per cent. decrease in evictions since 1886 . % 2,982
——
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THE FOUR IRELANDS.

COLONEL SAUNDERSON, M.P., speaking at the Irish Unionist
Alliance meeting, in Dublin, on April 8th, 1891, said -—
“When Sir George Trevelyan was Chief Secretary, he said
there were two Irelands—one, he believed, the larger part,
consisting of the law-abiding classes, and the smaller part,
consisting of those who sympathised with and condoned crime—
but now there were more than two. He would go through them.

THE BLACKGUARD IRELAND.

First, there was Parnell’s Ireland. What Ireland was that ?
He would not describe it himself. He would take Healy’s
description of it. Mr. Healy was a man of great ability, in
many ways a remarkable man, and he made a speech the other
day in Dublin, one of the many specches he was in the habit of
making now under police protection. In that speech, made about
two months ago, he said it was a curious thing that all the
blackguards were with Parnell—Blackguard Ireland! ‘When he
read that speech of Mr. Healy’s he said to himself, what
a confession! Mr. Healy had himself, up to a short time
before, been one of the staunchest adherents of those whom
the Unionists always knew to be what they were (laughter).
That had been the opinion of the Unionists when Mr. Healy was
a member of the party, but they did not employ the phrase,
because it was not Parliamentary. Well, there was Mr. Parnell’s
Ireland. He believed that Mr. Gladstone agreed with Mr.
Healy, and they might conceive that when he presented another
Home Rule Bill, it would not be to satisfy Blackguard Ireland.

THE MACTEAPARTY IRELAND.

Then there was Ireland presided over by Mr. MacTeaparty
(laughter)—Mr. M’Carthy. He always associated the word

“tea-party "’ with that party, from the description of the leader.
1

What Ireland was that? It could only be described as an
Ireland of Roman Catholic priests. He ventured to say that if
the Roman Catholic Priests in this country refrained from turning
themselves into electioneering agents, that Mr. Parnell would
have carried the election both at Kilkenny and Sligo. Did
Mr. Gladstone intend to bring in a Home Rule Bill that would
satisfy the priests of Ireland? What would Nonconformist
conscience say then? There was another Ireland in the House
of Commons—there was another party.
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THE INDOOR IRELAND.

There was Mr. Healy’s Ireland. He would call it an indcor
Ireland, because there was no place in Ireland where Mr. Healy
could speak out of doors unless he had the protection of
Mr. Balfour (cheers) and Mr. Balfour’s police (laughter). In the
House of Commons, as far as he could see, Mr. Healy’s party
was a party of two. There was Mr. Healy himself and

Ar. Sexton, and they both alternately led each other (loud
laughter). 'Well, with regard to Mr. Healy, he must pay a
tribute to his ingenuity. This was the only following he had in
tne House of Commons. \What following he had in Ireland was
a following that generally expressed its opinion of him with
brickbats and blackthorns, but he himself deserved the prize,
as being the champion venom-squirter of his age (loud laughter).
He had never been exceeded, never been equalled, and never
would be surpassed. He had a limitless supply. He pumped
day by day out of an inexhaustible reservoir, he always kept
full to the brim by his knowledge and the memory of the
turpitude of his former companions (loud laughter), and if the
nauseous liquid was not strong enough for his taste he stirred
it up with the fire-escape (renewed laughter). He (Col.
Saunderson) did not think Mr. Gladstone would probably bring
in' a Home Rule Bill to satisfy Mr. Healy’s party.

UNIONIST IRELAND.

There was another party in the House of Commons—there
was the party of the Unionists (cheers), and he was certain
Mr. Gladstone or anyone else would never bring in a Home Rule
Bill to satisty them (cheers). For the wit of man, or the
ingenuity of the greatest and most ingenious statesmen that ever
had lived, or ever could live, could not possibly imagine or
devise any Home Rule scheme whatsoever that would ever be
accepted or adopted by the Unionist Party (loud cheers).

He had now ran through all the various Irelands, and, as far
as he could see, when Mr. Gladstone—if he lived to become
Prime Minister of England—sat down to formulate 2 Home Rule
Bill, he would find himself confronted with an insoluble difficulty ;
and they would take care that that difficulty shall present itself to
the mind of the House and to the country.”—Daily Lxpress,
April gth, 1891.
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TIPPERARY

NATIONAL LEAGUE GOERGION.

List of QOutrages committed in connection with
the Smith Barry Estate in Tipperary.

THE METHODS BY WHICH THE AGITATION IS MAINTAINED,

This List does not include the many Outrages commatted on the Police.

No. | Date of Outrage. BRIEF PARTICULARS.

1 4th Sept., 1889. The houses of J. Doherty, James O'Neill, Edmond
Fitzgerald, who bought in their interest at Sheriff’s
Sale, were wrecked by a mob of 3,000, followed by a
band.

2 | bth Sept., 1889. Joseph Woods, caretaker, had his donkey-cart, with load
of straw and some oats, set on fire and totally consumed.

38 | 7th Sept., 1889. A metal box of a cart wheel, charged with powder, was
exploded in the Estate Office window of Mr. Smith-
Barry, M.P.

4 | 13th Sept., 1889. | A metal box, charged with gunpowder, was thrown into
Edmond Fitzgerald's yard, and an explosion occurred.
Fitzgerald had purchased his interest at Sheriff’s Sale.

5 | 16th Sept., 1889. | A leaden pipe, charged with gunpowder, was thrown

against the back bedroom window of J. Heffernan’y

house. Explosion occurred without injury, except

breaking a pane of glass. Heffernan dealt with

E. Fitzgerald. (See above.) |
6 | 26th Sept., 1889. | Patrick Barlow’s cart stopped in the street, and a parcel

of calico which had been purchased from James O’Neill
(a boycotted Shopkeeper) was taken out and burned,
after first being saturated with oil.

7 | 27th Sept., 1889. | Some powder, rolled in brown paper, placed in J. Ryan’s |
window, with fuse attached. Explosion occurred, b
| breaking the glass.

8 | 29th Nov., 1889. | A leaden pipe, full of gunpowder, thrown through Mr.
Nolan’s plate-glass window into his office.

9 | 2nd Dec., 1889. A shell, filled with powder, placed near a police patrol,
and exploded, breaking the eave-shoot of a house and
a gas lamp adjacent.

10 | 5th Dec., 1889. Printed Boycotting Notices posted in Tipperary.
11 6th Dec., 1889. Two windows smashed at the house of Patrick Hanrahan,

Clerk of the Works on Mr. Smith-Barry’s estate. A
bottle full of blasting powder, with fusc attached, left
outside.

12 | 20th Dec., 1889. | Five shots fired into the house of John Quinlan. He had
paid his rent.

o
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Date of Outrage.

BRIEF PARTICULARS.

13

Between 16th and
30th Dec., 1889.

A number of sub-tenants, who were evicted in Tipperary
Town, on 31st December, burned the doors, window
sashes, &c., before leaving, in order to injure the
property.

14

1st Jan., 1890.

Three panes of glass and a shutter broken by stones in
Dr. Nadin’s window, and three panes of glass broken
in John Maloney’s window.

18th Feb., 1890.

Six shots fired at Pegsboro’, two of which went through
the window of Mr. Bell’s house. Mr. Bell was believed
to sympathize with Mr. Smith-Barry.

27th April, 1890.

Boycotting Notices found posted in town and neighbour-
hood, calling on the people to boycott eleven shop-
keepers and farmers believed to have paid their rents.

17

14th June, 1890.

A bag of flour, the property of Mrs. Fahey, of Drumwo« l,
Dundrum, cut open. She had purchased the flour
from Rutherford, a boycotted shopkeeper.

14th June, 1890.

19th June, 1890.

When passing down Meeting Street, James English,
servant to Mr. Rutherford, mentioned above, was
struck on the head by a heavy weapon.

The children of the Convent and other schools, out on
strike, because children of unpopular persons attended
it. A man named Quinlan, when passing into the
town, was stoned and hooted by those childrer, because
he had paid his rent. A little girl was stoned because
she attended the school.

20th June, 1890.

Wm. Sadlier (son of Mrs. Sadlier, of Carroclough, boy-
cotted because she paid her rent), met on his way
home from Tipperary, and attacked with stones from
behind a wall.

24th June, 1890.

| A number of Boycotting Notices found posted through

the town and neighbourhood to boycott certain persons
who had paid their rent.

22

24th June, 1890.

The house of P. Clifford wrecked and his wife assaulted.
He had supplied unpopular persons with newspapers,
and his name appeared in a Boycotting Notice, June
24th, 1890.

23

25th June, 1890.

A brass tube, filled with gunpowder, thrown by Thos.
Kirwan at the house of J. ¥. Duggan, a shopkeeper,
boycotted because he paid his rent. (Kirwan was con-
victed and sentenced at the Nenagh Assizes to 18 months’
imprisonment with hard labour.)

28th June, 1890.

Two female servants of Mrs. White's, Greenrath (boy-
cotted because she paid her rent), attacked on the
road home from Tipperary by two men, who were
immediately arrested.

16th Aug., 1890.

| Twenty-three printed Boycotting Notices found posted in

and around Tipperary.

20th Aug., 1890.

An earthenware jar, filled with gunpowder, and fuse
attached, exploded on the fanlight over the sliop door
of Jas. Godfrey (boycotted shopkeeper), dinging the
side posts of door and breaking the glass.

30th Aug., 1890.

Boycotting Notices found posted, calling on the people to
boycott a man named Darrett.




No.

Dae of Outrage.

BRIEF PARTICULARS.

28

5tl Sept., 1890.

'Three iron spikes driven in the ground in corner of
meadow of Mrs. White, injured her mowing machine.
(Mrs. White boycotted because she paid her rent.)

29

7tl Sept., 1890.

Boycotting Notices posted, naming several persons to be
boycotted for having paid their rent.

30

9t Sept., 1890.

Similar Boycotting Notices to the ones above.

31
32

"9tl Sept., 1890.

Similar Boycotting Notices (but in manuscript).

11h Sept., 1890.

Glass in the window of Jockeys’ room, racecourse, and
four panes in another were broken, and a window and
some fixtures taken away, the property of Jas. Sadlier,
who was boycotted for paying his rent.

20h Sept., 1890.

Two windows and fanlight in Michael Gillane’s house
broken with stones.

25h Sept., 1890.

A jar, filled with powder, with fuse attached, placed on
window sill of Dr. O'Ryan’s house, which exploded,
breaking several panes of glass.

36

12h Oct., 1890.

13h Oct., 1890.

Notices of a scurrilous nature posted around the town,
calling on the taxpayers not to elect Messrs. Breen & Co.
to some vacant places in the Town Council, because
they protested against the system of intimidation
reigning in Tipperary.

Rev. D. Humphries, C.C., meeting Sergt. Jas. Mullin
R.I.C., and his wife, accused the latter of being a
prostitute, and assaulted her by seizing her by the
shoulder and attempting to drag her away. He was
fined £20 or 3 months’ imprisonment at Petty Sessions,
on 23/10/90.

87

21 Nov., 1890.

Mrs. Mullin, the injured woman, in above case, lodged
with Mrs. Linney, also a policeman’s wife, and on that
account Mrs. Linney was assaulted by a man named
Fleming on the Street, who struck her with his fist in
the stomach. This brought on miscarriage, whic?
endangered her life. She had been previouss
threatened. (Fleming was convicted and sentenced a»
the Nenagh Assizes to 18 months’ imprisonment with hare

labour.)

38

' 1¢h Nov., 1890,

14¢h Nov., 1890.

40

]
P

1%h Nov., 1890.

A man unknown threw stones at Mrs. Mahoney, anc¢
afterwards broke into the evicted house of Jno. Lowrey.
into which the Mahoney’s were about to move as care
takers. One pane of glass was broken, and tops of
chimney pulled down.

‘House from which Patrick Halloran was evicted on 5/5/90
found on fire by police patrol so as to deter Halloran
from re-taking possession.

A house from which Patrick Lysaght was evicted on
6/6/90 was discovered on fire. Four men with white
cloths on their faces were seen going to the house and
afterwards running away. House burned.

41

1¢h Nov., 1890.

Boycotting Notice found on wall of Churchyard, sign:;;’i
« A Tipperary Girl.”

42

| 1¢h Nov., 1890.

House formerly occupied by Mts. Eliza O’Conzor (evicted).
known as Railway Hotel, redeemed by BazX of Ireland,
set fire to in the rear to prevent anycae taking it.
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Date of Outrage.

BRIEF PARTICULARS.

43

22nd Nov., 1890.

House from which John Lowrey was evicted on 22/10,90
burned down, to prevent former tenant re-taking it.

4“4

29th Nov., 1890.

Notice posted in and about Tipperary to boycott various
shopkeepers, &c., tenants of Mr. S.-Barry, and persons
who had given evidence in recent case against Wm.
O’Brien, M.P., and others.

45
46

“7th Dec., 1890.

A notice posted in Lisvernane similar to above.

21st Dec., 1890.

A notice posted in and around Tipperary calling on the
people to treat traitors as traitors ever were treated.

47

I
6th Jan., 1891.

Printed Boycotting Notices posted in and around
Tipperary to boycott certain shopkeepers and farmers
who had paid their rent.

48

8th or 9th Jan.,
1891.

A barn, the property of Mr. Smith-Barry, was maliciously
torn down at Carronreddy, formerly belonged to Mr.
Dawson, Town Clerk. A cabin roof pulled down and
timber taken away.

49

27th Jan., 1891.

Michael Landers was arrested posting a Boycotting
Notice in Tipperary, calling on all Nationalists to
boycott, crush and banish various shopkeepers and
tenants on the Smith-Barry estate. (Convicted and
sentenced at the Cork Assizes to 12 months’ imprisonment
with hard labour.)

50

28¢h Jan., 1891.

Michael Hanly caught posting one of the above Boycotting
Notices, and four more were found in his possession.
(Pleaded guilty, and sentenced at the Cork Assizes to
18 months’ tmprisonment with hard labour.)

51

28th Jan., 1891,

John Foley, a well-known vigilance man, arrested on
suspicion of having firearms. An explosive substance
was found in his possession, with a fuse attached.
(Convicted and sentenced at the Cork Assizes to 7 years'
penal servitude.)

52

6th Feb., 1891, |

Col. Caddell, R.M., was returning to Tipperary by car,
and when at Bohercrow, beside the house of an evicted
tenant, a wire was tightly stretched across the road in
order to throw the horse.

53

15th Feb., 1891.

| Mr. Wm. Baker found a wire stretched breast-hiéh across

the public road between Bansha and Ballydavid.
Mr. Bates, Stock Manager, and Mr. Bowles, Dairy
Manager, to Mr. Smith-Barry, were fishing at the
time, and were expected to return that way.

b4

i
2nd April, 1891.7‘
i

A caretaker employed by Mr. Smith-Barry attacked by
seven men. His revolver missed fire, and he had to
fly for his life. One of the men was arrested, and
sentenced to a month’s imprisonment with hard labour.

Mr. Wm. O’Brien, M.P., who is largely responsible for the state of
things set out above, and who was prosecuted and convicted for taking
%a.rt in the Tipperary conspiracy, addressed a Meeting of the Smith-

arry tenants at Cashel, on 27th May, 1890, as follows :—

¥ Your cause has not been sullied by a single stain of crime that
could call a blush to the cheek of our English friends.”

ENGLISHMEN, JUDGE FOR YOURSELVES THE VALUE OF MR. O'BRIEN'S UTTERANCE.

36/




LEAFLET No. 8.) ISIXTH SERIES.

The following is a copy of a Boycotting Notice circulated in
Tipperary during April, 1891, with the object of Terrorising
tae people and preventing the round-robin being signed praying
Ir. CROKE to interfere and bring about a settlement.

BOYGOTT! BOYCOTT!! BOYCOTT!!!

Renzgades, Pledge-Breakers and Hirelings
STAND ASIDE!

] Nationalists of Tipperary, you are once again appealed to,
and, i is hoped, not in vain, to Boycott and Crush and Banish
the folowing Hirelings who are fighting Smith-Barry’s battle in
Tipperary, and using every effort in their power to bring ruin
on hs Evicted Tenants and on all the Evicted Tenants in
Irelard. The following are the names of those whom you are
called upon to Boycott:—

§ JCSEPH F. DUGGAN, Hardware Merchant, Tipperary ;

JCHN MILLEA [or DUNLEA], Pawnbroker and Draper, Tipperary ;
Mis. MARNANE, Flour and Meal Merchant, Main Street, Tipperary ;
DINNY BREEN, Leather Cutter, Main Street, Tipperary ;

T. and J. ENGLISH, Butchers, Tipperary ;

MARY ANNE RYAN, Corr Buyer, Tipperary ;

Mzs. GEORGE W. ENGLISH, Hardware Merchant, Tipperary ;
MAURICE HEALY, Blacksmith, Tipperary ;

PADDY CURTIN, Farmer, Crogue, Tipperary.

= JIMMY DOBBYN, Hotel Keeper ;

; MATTY O'DWYER, Hardware, Main Street ;

JCHN B. SMITHWICK, Farmer, The Cottage.

Feirmers and others are reminded that it is to their interest
to pu: down Smith-Barry and his Syndicate, because they may
be forced into a fight with their landlord to-morrow or next day,
when they will be friendless if he wins the Tipperary Campaign.
Remember this ere it is too late, and remember that you can get
as good and better value in any shops in Tipperary as from the

above renegades. Any person found holding
dealings or communications with these
people will be visited with the severest
possible censure, and will do so at the peril
of taeir lives, and they will also have their
namres published in due course.

More Shopkeepers and Traders and Round-Robin men will
have their names published immediately. Traitors, look out !

GOD SAVE IRELAND!

o e A

A

A,

[(P.T.O.
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HOW THEY TREAT BOYGOTTERS
IN AMERICA.

Michael Kane, of 416, East Eleventh Street, Patrick
McManus, of 95, Leroy Street, and Michael Lawlor, of 501,
West Fortieth Street, were sent to the Island for

SIX MONTHS

each by Justice Gorman in Jefferson Market Court yesterday
for following the wagons of Tracy & Russell, ale brewers, and

DISTRIBUTING BOYCOTTING CIRCULARS

to saloon keepers taking ale brewed by that firm. This is a
copy of the circular the men were distributing :—

“THOU SHALT NOT STEAL!”
Appeal to the Public :—

The firm of Tracy & Russell, ale brewers, of 71, Greenwich Avenue, have
discharged all the men in their emplov who would not leave the Union, thereby
depriving them and their families in the commencement of Winter of bread and
butter. We ask every man and woman not to go in any place where the ale
and porter of Tracy & Russell is sold, so as to place the seal of condemnation
on Hog and his production.

John Brennan, aged 33, of 77, Greenwich Avenue; Patrick
Shortell, aged 30, of 296, West Tenth Street; James Carey,
aged 30, of 108 Third Avenue, B1ookl)n, and Michael
Mulcahey, aged 23, of 258, West Tenth Street, were arrested
by Policeman Jennlngs on Sunday at First Avenue and
Seventeenth Street for distributing circulars boycotting
Tracy & Russell. In the Yorkville Police Court yesterday
the charge of

DISORDERLY CONDUCT

was changed to one of
CONSPIRACY,

and Shortell was discharged and the others remanded.—New
York Sun, December 31st, 1889.
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“"UNITED TRELAND”

AND THE

PHENIX PARK MURDERS.

As Mr. William O'Brien stated in his evidence before the
Special Commission, the issue of United Ireland succeeding the
date of the Pheenix Park murders contained on the first page a
kind of mourning card expressive of the abhorrence and shame
with which the murders were regarded in Ireland. The first
leading article was also devoted to a denunciation of the crime,
and Mr. O’'Brien also stated that ‘all the pages of that issue
were filled with expressions of horror.” It is true that in this
very same issue the editor of Uwited Ireland wrote another
article in which he said that the Irish people had already
thoroughly washed their hands of the crime—it is to be
presumed by the mere expression of their horror and detest-
ation of it. Similar cleansing was not overlooked by Carey,
who, before the murders were a week old, seconded with all
decorum a vote expressive of the shame and abhorrence he felt
in common with the other members of a trade society with which
he was connected. Mr. Parnell did not think, however, that the
Irish people had thoroughly washed their hands of the deed, for
yhe was the first person who signed the Manifesto declaring
¢ that until the murderers would be brought to justice the stain
of the outrage would sully their country’s name.”” It may not be
uninteresting to see how far the organ of Mr. Parnell and
Mr. O’Brien aided the proceedings of justice from the time
that the first private preliminary inquiry into the Invincible
organization was held up to the time when the members of the
conspiracy were finally brought to justice.

The private inquiry before Mr. John Ayde Curran was in
progress when the issue of 23rd December, 1882, appeared
containing an article entitled “Star Chambering,” in which
the investigation is described as a “mummery.”

¢ Men,” says United Ireland, ‘‘ are summoned before Mr. Curran to the Castle,
mewed up there for a day, cross-questioned, bullied, insulted, threatened with
fourteen days’ imprisonment if they refuse to answer, and they were dismissed with
the order to return next morning at 10 A.M. to go through the same round.”

But for the investigation thus described, the Invincible
conspiracy would never have been unravelled. On the 13th
January, 1883, as the result of the investigation alluded to, the
police of Dublin, under the control of Superintendent Mallon, made
a coup, perhaps unparalleled in the annals of any police force,
when no fewer than seventeen persons, every one of whom were
afterwards proved to have been members of the conspiracy, were
arrested in one night.  Unmited Ireland describes (20th January,
1853) the incident thus:—

“ The midnight satiue of Friday, and the subsequent proceedings in the Police

Court, might be a chapter from St Petersburg history, zempo Nicholas II.,
Sustead of an incident in the reign of the Irish Haroun al Raschid. Seventeen
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titizens of Dublin, one a member of the Corporation, were roused from their beds
in the dead of night on Friday, hauled away to the police stations, brought before
the Police Magistrate next morning, and charged on warrants signed by
John Ayde Curran, Q.C., with conspiring to murder somebody. No evidence was
adduced in support of the charge, no attempt made to prove even the usual pgrima
facie case, yet a remand was granted, bail was refused, and the prisoners were
driven away to Kilmainham in black vans. . . . It may be that the step is a
sort of last chapter to the Inquisition at the Castle, that machinery having failed
up to this to manufacture a witness, more material torture being thought advisable.”

In the issue of 27th January, 1883, the editor demands to know
“why the prisoners were remanded?” ¢“Why no bail was
accepted?” and suggests that the ‘‘long ” remand (of a week)
by the Police Court M: \gistrate was in order—

‘¢ To give other informers, influenced by terror or gold, or the virtuous example
of Robert Farrell, the opportunity of turning up,” and says the Irish public have
the right to protest ‘‘against men accused of conspiring to murder Mr. Field being
sent for trial on preparul evidence before juries of a dozen Mr. Fields.”

Farrell, the approver, is described as being ¢ satisfactorily
manufactured.” Avowing a desire to avoid expressing ‘pro-
nounced opinions’ on a case which was sué judice, the editor
proceeds to “ examine ” the evidence, and arrives at the conclu-
sion that Farrell’s evidence (atterwards proved to be true in
every particular) was a ‘“highly-spiced sensational romance.”

In the next issue, a Mr. Thomas Fitzpatrick, who is said to
have been the secretary ot James Mullet, makes United Ireland
the medium of contradicting the report that he was about to give
evidence in the forthcoming trials. His letter is headed, ‘¢ A
Reply to Slanderers.” The third leading article is an
appeal for a defence fund. < If”’ says the editor, ‘“to all men’s
satisfaction, any of the prisoners were adjudged deserving of
punishment,” he had ““no desire whatever to see the law mtcrferul
with;”” but the next sentence says ¢ that the writer is entitled tc
anticipate that the prisoners are innocent;” and alluding to
Fitzpatrick’s letter, calls it an ““indignant denial ” of the ‘“abomin-
able assertions made about him.” The ‘“abominable assertions
were that, being supposed to be in possession of important
information, he was about to aid the course of justice by placing
it at the disposal of the Crown. Again, the evidence of the pre-
ceding week is “examined.” Contemptible as the first informer,
Robert Farrell, was made to appear in the previous issue, he was
paraded as an angel of light compared with Lamie, who was
described as having ‘“trembled raost when a certain murder in
Skipper’s Alley was mentioned,” the meaning of the reference
being obvious. Alice Carroll, who could not he described as an
“informer,” was spoken of as a “ demirep,” and her evidence pooh-
poohed, the editor summing up the result of the week’s pro-
ceedings in the Police Courts by saying that—

i Ihe suspicion that the whole case may turn out to be as trumpery an affair as
ever was patched together out of the imaginations of perjurers and demireps is
rebuked as a daring scepticism.”

As usual, the evidence is “ examined ” in the issue of the roth
February, and apparent discrepancies between the evidence of
the various witnesses noted and commented on. Another week
passes, and Kavanagh, the carman, stands in the witness-box.
Again the evidence is analysed, as though the editor of Un:ted
Ireland held a brief for the accused, and the assumption is enter-
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tained that Alice Carroll (whose evidence it was that furnished
the first tangible clue which enabled the police finally to unearth
the conspiracy) was a rank “perjurer.” To be sure, in order to
arrive at this assumption, it was necessary for United Ireland to
.entertain the assumption that Kavanagh, the carman, who hau
turned approver, spoke the truth. Alice Carroll’s testimony
untainted and unshaken would be, of course, of immense weight

The first trial at the Commission was that of Brady, commenced
on the gth April, 1883. During the continuance of the trials
United Ireland contained each week a descriptive article of the
proceedings. The writer thus describes the scene when the
prisoners were called upon to plead :—

“They boldly pronounced the words, ¢not guilty, not guilty,” and up through
the crowd in the gallery ran a thrill which would have developed into a cheer if the
proprieties of the Court had permitted the demonstration.”

Speaking of Brady, when he was put forward for trial, they
say—

‘It would have been hard, without an effort of malice or imagination, to read
murder in the bluff and honest-looking face of the prisoner, or to suppose that su
calm an exterior could cover a heart of guilt.”

No particular comments are made upon the trial, but referring
to Brady’s conviction in the next week’s issue they say— The
gallows rules in Ireland; vive ’échafaud ; Anglice, Rule Britannia!”
‘The descriptive article referring to the difficulty of obtaining
admission to the Court says :—

¢¢ All this insolence and parade of armed force are not arrayed against the people
merely because a prisoner is on trial. It is not the life of a man, but the life of a
nation which is concerned. The trial in Green Street does not signify a miserable
tussle with an individual ; it means a wrestle between the Crown of Great Britain
and the people of Ireland. . . . In its tramping troops, heavy mounted
dragoons, and naked sabres, the Crown betrays the secret and the meaning of the
cause which is before the Green Street Court, and a ‘specially picked jury
of picked men and true.’ Daniel Curley is on trial now ; bhe is described as
¢ finely featured, handsome, intelligent, with a compressed calm fixed, not without
dignity, upon his firm face. His bearing in the dock is unostentatious ; as natural
and easy as though he came to look on at a drama that little troubled him.””

James Carey is described as an arch villain, fidgetty, haggard-
looking ; conscious of the disgusting baseness of his character.
His brother, Peter Carey, is described as a quaking coward.
with a hang-dog -countenance. An independent witness named
Emma Jones, who witnessed the struggle in the Park, and had
identified Carey, is introduced to the readers of United Ireland as
 Simpering Emma.” ¢ She was a right good witness for the
Crown. Did the jury believe one word she swore? It is hard
to measure the credibility of a Crimes Act jury.” Referring to
the apparent discrepancy between the expert evidence of the
distinguished sanitarian, Sir Charles Cameron, and James Carey,
the writer says:—

¢ The Crown threw Cameron overboard. Had the Crown preferred Cameron
to Carey, the jury would also have preferred him. We leave the conclusion to
the public.”

In the cartoon in next week’s paper the Green Street Court-
house is described as the ¢ Bastille Court.’”” The descriptive
writer, referring to the cavalry escort which accompanied the
police van conveying the prisaners from and to Kilmainham.
says:i—
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¢ The mob, seething in virtuous indignation, lie in wair 10 smasn 1 the weak
panels of the van and tear the culprit to pieces? So it looks ; but . . in
Ireland many things are not what they seem. The indignation is there, and deep
down in the heart of the populace ; but the prisoner is not the object of their
anger. Out of the van the people would drag him, not to slay, but to save him
from judgment and the gallows. Hence the ring of iron which encircles the
accused, that the Irish crowd may not defeat British law and subvert the scaffold,
upon which sits enthroned the supreme sovereignty of England.”

There is a long description of Tim Kelly (who, it will be
remembered, cut the throat of one of the victims), which
concludes by saying, “Tim Kelly’s face is a living argument
against every allegation of the Crown and its diabolical
wvitnesses.” The case for the defence (which consisted of an
alibi) is sketched under the heading, “Unimpeachable,” and
after declaring that the Judge’s charge was ‘undoubtedly
unfair,” the writer sums up the evidence by saying, “On the
Crown case alone, putting the al/:f: aside” (which had just been
Jdescribed as ‘unimpeachable”), «I fail to see how the jury
could convict the boy at the bar.” Last week it was Peter
Carey who had the hang-dog countenance; now (5th May) it is
another approver, Smith, whec wears a “hang-dog” l2ok. Itis
only right to say the charge of the Judge in the case (Fitzgerald’ s)
is described as fair. Patrick Delaney, who ])18(1(1(,(1 guilty, is
described as a ‘sickly, miserable creature.” This plea, of
course, more inconvenient to the members of the conspiracy
than a conviction after trial, was assailed by the writer in
Uniled Ireland. < Die he shall not on the scaffold, I prophesy,”
says the writer, “nor yet Themas Caffery, who also pieaded
guilty.” Unfortunately for the reputation of the writer as a
prophet, Caffery was executed. And if ever a man not actually
a participator in a crime deserved a reprieve, it was Delaney,
who undoubtedly saved Judge Lawson’s life. In the next issue,
the readers of the paper are begged to remember the difference
between “Joe’ Mullett, who refused to plead, and ‘“James”
Mullett, who also pleaded guilty. Referring to the execution of
Brady, the editor says, under the heading “The week’s work:”’—

¢“Mr. Marwood, we are told, has had to decline Scottish retainers. He can
feed fat upon the provender which Irish informers, inquisitors, and legal
practitioners are providing for him.”

‘While a sketch of the prison in which the convicts were executed
1s given, the black flag being described as the emblem of
England’s rule. Such is the way in which United Ireland aided
the proceedings of justice in connection with the murder of Lord
Frederick Cavendish and Mr. Bourke, a crime which filled the
civilised world with horror, and of which Mr. Parnell said the
stain would sully his country’s name until the murderers were
brought to account.— 7%¢ Scotsman, June 7th, 18809.
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THE IRISH BISHOPS IN POLITICS,

The Irish Catholic, of the 21st February, 1891, contains a letter of
protest from Archbishop Walsh against the speech of the Chairman
of the Freeman's Fournal Company, Limited, delivered on the 1gth.
Dr. Walsh writes :—

“Mr. Parnell’s infatuated supporters seem bent upon allowing
no rest or breathing time to anyone whose duty it is to raise
a warning voice against their insidious appeals to our faithful
Catholic people to make little or to make nothing at all of the
shocking infamy that was laid bare to the world by the reported
evidence in the O’Shea divorce case . . . A duty, painful,
inexpressibly painful, was forced upon us by the publication of the
evidence in the London Divorce Court—evidence which, inasmuch
as it was unrebutted, and even uncontradicted, we could not but treat
as conclusive evidence of Mr. Parnell’s unhappy fall.”

The Daily Express of the 21st February, in a leading article,
commented on the Archbishop’s letter, and concluded as follows :—

“There can certainly be no doubt that if there was singular
laches on the part of the Bishops in not denouncing Mr. Parnell’s
moral delinquency at the time, and condemning the action of his
Parliamentary and other followers who condoned it, and scoffed at
those who expressed abhorrence at it as hypocrites, they are now
doing all they can to rivet their condemnations upon the public mind,
for they omit no possible opportunity of dwelling on the theme.”

Dr. Walsh replied to this stricture the following day, in a letter
to the Editor of the Zxpress, in which he stated :—

In your article on my letter published in the second edition ot
this week’s issue of the Zrish Catholic, you imply, if, indeed, you do
not directly state, that ¢ the Bishops were guilty of some negligence
in daty’ in not denouncing Mr. Parnell at the time.

“The O’Sheca and Parnell divorce suit was opened on Saturday,
the 15th of last November. The conditional order of divorce was
granted by the Court on Monday, the 17th. The Leinster Hall
meeting was held on the Thursday of that same week. On the
following Tuesday, November the zsth, Mr. Parnell was elected to
the chairmanship of the Irish Parliamentary Party for the present
session of Parliament. Next day, the 26th of November, was
published Mr. Gladstone’s letter to Mr. Morley. DMr. Parnell’s
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‘ Manifesto ’ appeared on Saturday, the 2gth of November. On that
Saturday the meeting of the Bishops was called for the following
Wednesday, when it was held in Dublin, and Mr. Parnell’s claim to
be upheld as leader of the Irish people was denounced in terms
which I have not as yet heard criticised on the score of any want
either of clearness or of vigour.

“Your point, however, is not that the denunciation fell short of
the requirements of the case, but that it was not issued at some
earlier date—that it was not, in fact, issued at the time.” May I,
then, once more ask at what ‘time?’ If you kindly formulate, by
answering this question, the charge of negligence on which you seemn
inclined to arraign the Bishops, I shall be very happy to indicate to
you the grounds on which, I have no doubt, when your attention
has been called to them, you will see that the charge is altogether
groundless.

“1 assume, of course, that you make no difficulty in recognising
that, for those who hold an office so responsible as that of the
Episcopate, there are few dangers more sedulously to be avoided
than that of precipitancy in action.”—Daily Express, 23rd Feb.,
1891.

His Grace here urges that few dangers more sedulously to be
avoided is that of precipitancy in action, which is the reason advanced
for the delay on the part of the Bishops in not denouncing
Mr. Parnell sooner than the 3rd December, sixteen days after the
decree nizsi had been pronounced by Mr. Justice Butt. Let us
examine how far Dr. Walsh and his colleagues are consistent in this
matter of precipitancy.

On Saturday, February 2nd, 1889, the Zreeman’s Fournal
announced in large type ‘‘ the outrage on Mr. O’Brien’s >’ breeches.
The ZFreeman of Monday, the 4th February, contained ‘“a noble
protest from the Irish Hierarchy,” signed by twenty-six Bishops and
Archbishops denouncing the Government in the following language
for ‘“ this infamous outrage ” :—

“ We, the undersigned Archbishops and Bishops of Ireland, feel
imperatively called upon to join in a solemn protest against the
shameful indignities and inhuman violence which, as we have learned,
have been inflicted upon Mr. William O’Brien, M.P., in Clonmel Jail,
to the manifest peril of his life and the danger of the public peace.

“In the interest alike of humanity and order we deem it our duty
to declare that Her Majesty’s Government should not suffer a
moment to be lost in securing the discontinuance of maltreatment,
which is shocking to adherents of all political parties and opposed to
the usages of civilization.”—Zreeman, 4th February, 1889.
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How can this fact be reconciled with the recent action of the
Bishops ? It only took forty-eight hours for their lordships in 1889 to
issue their protest against the Government on a matter purely political,
and even then founded on a newspaper rumour and no way officially
confirmed. Part of this forty-eight hours these prelates were
generally supposed to be attending to the spiritual welfare of their
flocks instead of drafting and signing political manifestoes.. On the
other hand, they “ avoid precipitancy’’ in not condemning for sixteen
days the ‘“‘shocking infamy that was laid bare to the world by the
reported evidence of the O’Shea divorce case,” evidence ¢ unrebutted
and even uncontradicted,” and a matter well within their hierarchical
sphere as moral guardians of the Catholic Church. Further, after
this sixteen days delay, only twenty-three Bishops signed Mr. Parnell’s
denunciation, compared to twenty-six names appended to the protest
against the alleged rape of Mr. O’Brien’s breeches collected in a few
hours.

FROM ANOTHER STANDPOINT.

Mr. E. Leamy, M.P., addressing the Central National League
from the chair on roth March, dealt at length with the position of
the Archbishops and Bishops. He said :—

“Let the Bishops make up their minds as to what is the real
character of our offence before they condemn us. They offer an
excuse for remaining silent for weeks, some coupie of weeks, after
the Divorce Court proceedings were published. Yes, but during
these weeks Ireland was rallying to the standard of the Chief who up
to that time was assailed only by Englishmen and the colleagues who,
at the bidding of Englishmen, had deserted him. During that time
you and men like you throughout the country were meeting at the
boards of guardians and the town commissioners’ rooms, everywhere,
in your National League—you were all pledging your fidelity to
Parnell. If you are guilty of a crime in standing by him now, you
were guilty of a crime in standing by him then, and I ask the Irish
Bishops how can they claim to be the watchful guardians of the
people’s morals, how can they claim to be the men whom we are to
look to in trust and confidence, if they could stand idly by for a whole
fortnight when their nation was running to perdition and ruin?
(Applause.)”—Freeman’s Fournal, 11th March, 1891.

Mr. T. HarrineToN, M.P., followed, and stated :—

“They heard a great deal of talk about Mr. Parnell’s retirement
being advocated in private letters, but he threw out the challenge that
day to the Archbishop of Dublin, to the Primate, to prove that he
wrote even a private letter condemning Mr. Parnell’s leadership
before Mr. Gladstone’s letter appeared. (Applause.)

Did any Bishop exclaim to any party or any individual before
Mr. Gladstone’s letter had appeared ? That was the question they

(45




1l

had to face; and if they had so declared then he should say they
were bound to respect the opinion of the Bishop who so declared.
(Applause.)”’—~Zreeman, 11th March, 1891.

DR. WALSH THEN AND NOW.,

Letter to Zrish Catholic from Letter to Mr, Webb, M P.,
Archbishop WaLsH, 28th Nov., from Archbishop WaLsu, gth

1890 :—

*“I observe that in the first
edition of this week’s issue of the
Irish Catholic you make reference
to the possible and even probable
formation of some new ¢Irish
National Liberal Party.” As
you have done so, I feel bound,
in replying to your letter of this
morning, to add that this is a
project which could not, in any
combinationof circumstances that
I can conceive as possible, receive
even the smallest measure of sup-

March, 1891 :—

“This, then, is the great work
now before the country — to
organise and to make manifest,
its electoral force, and to do this
in every constituency, and in
every district, every ward or
parish, of every constituency
throughout Ireland.

I enclose a cheque, £z5, as
my first contribution to the fund,
which, I assume, will forthwith be
opened, to furnish the treasury of
the New National Organization

port from me.”—7Zrish Catholic, that is henceforth to take the
2gth November, 18go. place of the disorganised and

discredited League.”—ZNational
Press, 11th March, 1891.

A FAIR QUESTION,
Mr. Timoruy HarrineToN, M.P., at Limerick, Saturday night,
roth January, 1891, stated :—

If the Irish Priests and the Irish Bishops thought that this was a
question of morals, where were their functions of veto going to stop ?
If they set aside Mr. Parnell according to their view, were they going
to guarantee the moral integrity of Mr. Justin M’Carthy— (cheers)—
or were they going to guarantee that of any man who led the Irish
party, and that the Irish cause may not be made again to suffer
through him? (Cheers.) The question they had to consider was
whether this cry that was raised was an honest cry, whether the
opposition to Mr. Parnell’s leadership sprang, not from a love of
morality, but from an innate love of Whiggery in the hearts of the
men who were proclaiming themselves Nationalists to-day ?’—
Freeman’s Fournal, 12th January, 1891.
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Mr.Parnell on his M.P.’s.

o~

ROGUES WHO HAVE BEEN FOUND OUT.

Mr. Parnell, at Enfield Railway Station, 15th March, 1891 :—

“Now, according to them (the McCarthyites) I was everything
that was bad during all these years, and that they knew it according
to them. If they knew it, what sort of men were they who supported
me, and who said to the country that I was entitled to lead them ? If
they are not rogues to-day they must have been rogues then; and if
they were not rogues then they must be rogues to-day. (Laughter.)
But in my opinion they were always rogues. (Loud cheers.) A good
many of them, anyhow; but their day has come, and they have been
fcund out, and Ireland will not long put up with them. (Loud
cheers.)’—Freeman’s Journal, 16th March, 18g1.

ONLY CYPHERS.

Mr. Parrell, at Cork, 17th March, 1891 :—

« Well, now, I want to ask you why you think it is likely, after
having gone through this time, and having sprung from such a small
beginning, I am going to be afraid to-day ? (No, no, and applause.)
Who are those gentlemen—(cyphers)—who are asking me to give
way to them ? I know everyone of them—(applause)-—and their
weaknesses, private and public. (Applause). I know what can be
made of them and the position they can best fill, and I have in my
time made good use of them. (Applause.)”—Freeman's Journal,
March 18th, 1891.

AND LIARS.

Mr. Parnell, at Sligo, 28th March, 1891 :—

“They are the very men who, when they expected anything
from me, loaded me with fulsome adulation. (Hear, hear). And
whether are you to believe them when they loved or reverenced me,
with every knowledge of my public and private life—whether can you
believe them then or whether should you believe them now? I say
that they were liars always and always remain so. (Cheers). But
they were just as much unworthy of ctedit when in the years gone by
they exaggerated my good services to Ireland as they are to-day,
when they seek to defame and destroy me. (Cheers).”—Zreeman’s
Fournal, 30th March, 1891.
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A DICTATOR.
Mr. John Deasy, M.P., at Cork, 27th January, 1891 :—

“His (Mr. Deasy’s) private opinion was that Mr. Parpell didn’t
care two straws for the evicted tenants of Ireland, or for any class in
the community, so long as he could go along as dictator. (Hear
hear.) "— Cork Herald, 28th January, 1891.

CREATED BY THE «BANTRY GANG.”

Mr. T. M. Healy, M.P., at National Federation, zznd April,
1891 :—

*“ Why, I might say it was the ‘Bantry Gang’ who created Mr.
Parnell. It was Mr. A. M. Sullivan who put him forward; it was
Mr. T. D. Sullivan in the Nafion newspaper, when every journal and
individual who is now supporting him, had nothing for him but
insults, when the Z7eeman said he had called Irish members ¢Papist
rats ; it was T. D. Sullivan who backed him up, and when he wanted
a pen to explain his policy and position in the country, mine was the
hand he selected. I have written out his speeches for him; I have
given interviews in his name; his public letters were often my
composition.”—National Press, 23td April, 1891.

THE CARNARVON CONTROVERSY.
Mr. John Deasy, M.P., at Monaghan, 19th May, 1891 :—

“Mr. Parnell said that Lord Carnarvon had promised him Home
Rule. TLord Carnarvon was the only Tory who had held out any hopes
in this direction. They should also remember that there was a con-
troversy between Mr. Parnell and Lord Carnarvon as to what actually
did take place, and owing to some of Mr. Parnell’s recent perform-
ances he (Mr. Deasy) would be very much inclined to give credence
to Lord Carnarvon’s version of the matter.”—AWNational Press,
2oth May, 1891.

THE MONEY QUESTION.
Mr. T. Condon, M.P., at Lucan, 14th June, 1891 :—

“ Mr. Parnell had been playing ducks and drakes with Irish
National funds for years past, unknown to the members of the
Irish Party. He was now charged openly and above board with
misappropriating money that was confided to him to advance the
Irish cause.”

Mr. Healy, at Dublin, 11th June, 1891 : —

“He says he will submit a balance-sheet to Mr. Wm. O’Brien.
I question whether Mr. O'Brien will look at his dirty balance-sheet.”
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PARNELLITE

AND

ANTI-PARNELLITE.

Both work for Separation.

Unprer the head of “Irish Nationality,” United Ireland of the
7th February, 1891, publishes the following :—

¢ What are we struggling for ?

‘“ At a time like the present, when so many Irishmen appear willing
and anxious to place the destinies of their country in the keeping of
English-Irishmen, we think it our duty, as a journal which for the last
nine years has kept its place steadfastly in the front of the battle, and
held aloft the national banner, in some mecasure to answer this
question,

“Is a mere Parliament the end of Ireland’s aspirations ? An old
Doric temple in College Green, Dublin, filled with three or four or
five hundred gentlemen from the country come up to town to put
their heads together as how best to drain the Suck—is this the thing
for which we have striven so long and so bitterly ? Is it an assembly
with'a prime minister, a mace, and a sergeant-at-arms, called together
to enquire into the possibilities of our mines, to construct our railways,
and to increase our fishing fleets, that is to satisfy the yearning and
longing of the Irish heart? Is it even the power to order and govern
our own constabulary, to appoint our judges, and to settle our land
question that is to satisfy us for ever? No, fellow-countrymen !

We are struggling to make Ireland a nation,”
D {49
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THE SAME LANGUAGE AND THE SAME MEN.

Mr. T. M. Healy M.P., at
Newry, 15th March, 18g1.

“ And if the Liberal Party should
fail us, then we shall be free and
independent to deal with them, as
we were in dealing with the

Mr. William O’Brien, M.P., at
Killarney, 31st August, 188s.

“If the olive branch that we
are holding out to England now
should meet with no better re-
sponse than the raving of the

Tories in 1886. I am satisfied
they will not fail us; but if they
did, I would say—
“We've a hand for the grasp of
friendship,
Anxother to make them quake,
And they’re welcome to whichsoever
It pleases them most to take.”

cockney newspapers—

““We've a hand for the grasp ot
friendship,
Another to make them quake,
And they’re welcome to whichsoever
It pleases them most to take.”

THE COAT STILL OFF.

MR. PArNELL, speaking at Galway, October 1st, 1880, said :—

“I wish to see the tenant-farmers prosperous; but, large and
important as is the class of tenant-farmers, constituting as they do,
with their wives and families, the majority of the people of this
country, I would not have taken off my coat and gone to this work
if I had not known that we were laying the foundation in this
movement for the regeneration of our legislative independence.
(Cheers.) ”

At Ballina, April zoth, 1891, Mr. Parnell referred to the various
Land Acts which have become law, and his action in supporting the
Land Purchase Bill, continued :—

“It was for these things that I took off my coat in 1880—(cheers)
—and it is for these things that I have got my coat off still—(loud
cheers)—and that 1 intend to keep it off—(cheers)—until we have
banished traitors and seceders from the Irish ranks—(groans for them)
—until we have secared once miore a united army and a united
country, pressing on for the recovery ot Irish freedom and Irish
legislative independence. (Loud cheers)”—ZFreeman’s Y ournal, z1st

April, 1891.
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A NOTE FOR MR. GLADSTONE.

MR. Tuomas Sextox M.P,, at Cork, on 17th December, 18go,
weferred to Mr. Gladstone’s declining to give the assurances asked for
by Mr. Parnell, asregards his next Home Rule Scheme, and stated :—

“1 may here say that unless Mr. Gladstone, of his own accord,
gives a statement of his intention satisfactory to us, it will be our
duty, a duty we shall execute in due time, to obtain assurances from
him before any National interest is jeopardized ; to obtain assurances
from him not only upon the points included in Mr. Parnell’s manifesto,
but upon every point which, in the interests of Ireland, must and
should receive attention.”— Cork Herald, 18th December, 189o.

MR. JOHN DILLON IN AMERICA.

In a speech delivered at the Metropolitan Opera House, New
York, on November 11th, 1890, Mr. John Dillon said :—

*“ The cause as claimed for the Irish people is the right to make
their own laws and name their own representatives. It is the same
fight in which your forefathers bled and fell. The acquisition of these
rights which you obtained has made this country what itis. Prior to
the Revolution your great Republic was a miserable, downtrodden
province of a Government which now oppresses us. This is the
cause which we have made bold to appeal to the sympathy of the
American people.”—New Fork World, 12th November, 18go.

THE HOME RULE ROAD.

Mr. Epwaro Harrineron, M.P., at Tralee, 1st January,
1891 :—

“ My friends, there may be yet a long road to travel. It is a
difficult and a tiresome journey before we get Home Rule, and we
want every [rishman in that fight. (Hear, hear.) . . . Don't be

betrayed into any expressions against Mr. Gladstone or any of the
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Enghsh Liberal Party. (A voice—To hell with them.) No, we don’t-
want to send them to hell. We will want their help, so also will they
want ours. (Loud cheers.) I saythis. I believe Mr. Gladstone is
sincerely desirous to give us Home Rule, but at the same time he has
to look to the class of Home Rule he will give; and I will say this,
speaking in the name of the young manhood of Tralee, if we don't
get the management of our own affairs free from outside controk
Home Rule is not worth our taking.”— Freeman’s Journal, 3:1d:
January, 1891,

LIES AND DECEIT FOR THE ENGLISH.

Mr. Joun Drasy, M.P., at Cork, z7th January, 1891 :—

“Who won the Hartlepool election? Was it the Parnellites ¥
(No, No). Where was the great Crowbar O’Connor on that occasion ?
Where was the sycophant of the Irish party, Mr. Pierce Mahony ?
They were dancing round Mr. Parnell in Dublin or somewhere else,
those were the men who have been going round Great Britain for
years, preaching doctrines that he (Mr. Deasy) and those who
were with him would not preach. He (Mr. Deasy) had never
#aid on an English Platform what he would not say there that
night. He had not been saying that they all wanted to be part
aud parcel of the British Empire, with the lie upon the top of his
tongue. He was not going to disgrace his constituents and make
himself a public liar by going over to England and uttering
falsehoods there and coming back and saying he was deceiving:-
the people of England at the time.”—Coré Herald, 28th January,
18gr1.
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SOME CONTRASTS

MR. T. M. HEALY, M.P.

No.

Mr. T. M. Heavy, at Leinster
Hall, November 20th, 1890 :—

“Mr. T.M. Healy, M.P., who
‘was warmly cheered, in second-
ino the resolution, said—I hope
my voice will be sufficiently
.strong to enable me to reach
the limits of this vast meet-
ing, and allow me to say that
in the words that I shall address
to it I shall endeavour to address
myself to the head rather than
to the heart, and to keep myself
as far as I can to argue this
question with timid friends out-
side upon the cold granite of
facts.” (Applause.)—ZFreceman's
_Journal, 21st November, 1890.

No.

Denounces Col. King-Har-
MaN’s youthful indiscretion in
House of Commons, gth March,
1388.

s« The had
searched every incident of their
lives, but what had they been

Government

.able to cite against them?
‘What, however, was the case
.of the right hon. gentleman
[Colonel King-Harman], the
Member for the Isle of Thanet.
‘Who had bcen sen-

1%

Mr. T. M. HeaLy, at National
Federation, March 1oth, 1891:—

“ And now I will deal with my
friend of the Leinster Hall (a
voice—‘He is gone.’) I hope
he was there that night. but the
curious fact is this, that nobody
It was the greatest
frost of a meeting I ever ad-
dressed.
charge for admission, but the
promoters of the meeting had

was there.

There was a small

to open the doers and go out
into the highways and bye-
ways and bid them to come in.”
(Hear, hear.)—National Press,
11th March, 1891.

P

Whitewashes Mr. ParxELL at

Leinster Hall, 20th
November, 1890.
“I would say to the English

people and to our friends in

Dublin,

England two things, the right
of Ireland to Home Rule, the
right of Ireland to put down
misgovernment, oppression, and
coercion; the right of the ma-
jority cf the Irish people to rule
their own land depends upon
the personal character of no
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tenced for a disgraceful offence
to hard labour by a London
magistrate in connection with a
place which has happily ceased
to exist—Cremorne Gardens.
(Cheers.) It was the purest
Conservative party which was
making this appointment. He
asked the House whether it was
not natural that the Irish mem-
bers should protest against the
appointment of a gentleman of
this character to deal with Irish

affairs.”— 7imes, 10th March,

man,
I am satisfied with the National
party, and by the National party
and the National leader I shall
abide.”—~ZFreeman’s Fournal, 21st
November, 18go.

N0 3"

1888.
NMre. T M. Heary, M.P.; at
Carrickmacross, Co. Mona-

ghan, 16th March, 1891 :—
“Let me tell you this, as the
name of Sir Joseph McKenna
has been mentioned, thatin 1885
Mr. Parnell put it upon-me to
carry Sir Joseph McKenna
along with myself in for Mona-
Well, I got the Conven-
tion to select him, landlord and

ghan.

all as he was; the people did
not want him, and I sawit. My
friend, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, pre-
sided. Isaid to Mr. O’Connor—
¢« T.P. said I, ¢I feel soiled’—
(laughter, and a voice—so you
ought)—and the other day in
Committee Room 15 Sir Joseph
said to me, ‘I will vote in this
business whatever way you like
me to go.” “<Well,” I said, ‘Sir
54 ]

M P MAHzar v e MAP., a6
Monaghan Convention, 22nd
October, 1885 :—

‘“ The second candidate whom
you will shortly have an oppor-
tunity of hearing for yourselves
has now been connected with
the public cause for nearly a
generation, and I can speak
that, during my comradeship
with the
Commons, hs was a faithful,
earnest, and zealous represen-

him in House of

tative, and that at the time when
the strongest temptation was
held out to break up and disin-
tegrate the Irish Party, when
taunts of being criminals and
outrage mongers were being
thrown in our face, and when
in-

we were associated with

famous acts, enough to tempt

(A pplansel) ST s
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Joseph, take your own course.’
I was afraid he would vote for
I knew the
people of Farney would never

us. (Laughter.)
have him again—(we never
will)—and furthermore, I knew
that the more men like that Mr.
Parnell had on his side the
quicker the people of Ireland
would see through them.”
(Applause.) — National ~ Press,
18th March, 1891.

No.
M. Heary, M.P, at
March,

NS Tk
Queenstown,  22nd
1891 i—

¢« She [Miss Anna Parnell]
has never spoken to her brother
since the Kilmainham treaty.”
— National Press, 23rd March,
(891.

No.

Mr. T. M. Heary, M.P,, at
Hall, Dublin, 20th
November, 1890 :—

T it

Leinster

say yet would be

criminal on our part, it would

be criminal—aye, it would be
absurd and foolish in the highest
degree—were we at a moment
like this, because of a tempo-
rary outcry over a case that in
London would be forgotten to-
morrow, if there were a repeti-
tion of the Whitechapel murders
or some more scandals from the
Gold Coast connected with Mr.

Stanley’s voyages.  (Hear,

men’s souls, Sir Joseph M’Kenna
was found faithful, honest, and
true.”— Freeman's Fournal, 23rd
October, 1885.

4.

Miss Annva Parnerr’s letter
to National Press, 30th March,
1891 :—

« Please allow me to say this
[statement of Mr. Healy’s] is

not true.”

5.

Mr. T. M, Heary, M.P,, at

Committee Room No. Ist

s,
Dec., 1890 :—

«It will be maintained, under
that Mr.

Parnell having been declared

these circumstances,

against by the body and volume
of English opinion, purchased
his place at the head of our
party by driving out of our
cause and out of the ranks of
political service the first great
political statesman who has held
out the hand of help and fellow-
ship to Ireland. (Cheers).. . .

We have nothing before us but
[a5




hear.) I say we would be
foolish and criminal if we, the
seasoned politicians, who had
seen and who have been able to
watch the vagaries and tem-
pests of political passion, if we
upon an occasion of this kind,
at the very first blast of opposi-
tion, surrendered the great chief

stern realities. (Hear, hear.)
We cannot found our position
upon sentiment, upon the claims
of f{riendship, upon anything
except the awful necessities that
surround us in the presence of
Ithen
say and declare that my vote

shall be for the deposition of

a trembling Irish cause.

who has led us so far forward.” the chairman of this party.”—

— Freeman’s Report. Freeman’s Report.

MR. HEALY REVIEWED.

Mr. Andrew J. Kettle, one of the founders of the old Land
League, speaking at the Wood Quay Branch of the National
League, Dublin, 28th May, 1891, said:

“What the worid knew Mr. Healy to be since the Leinster
Hall meeting—(groans and cries of ¢Maryborough’)—he
knew him to be for the last ten years—(applause)

and that was
a poor, changeable, volatile, uncertain-minded man. (Applause).
Tim Healy was one of those audacious, shallow men who
started in public life working on the line of bulldozing everybody
with whom he came in contact. (Applause). His truculent
impertinence would not have been permitted for one month in
the House of Commons, only Charles Stewart Parnell and his
army was behind him. (Applause). He attained a certain
position as Member of Parliament, and reached so far as to have
a standing invitation to Gladstone’s table or Chamberlain’s table.
No man of the calibre of Gladstone could think for a moment of
taking Mr. Healy seriously; they took him to use him. The
clause in the Land Act that was associated with his name was
They
would find that all Mr. Healy’s smartness amounted to nothing
for the Irish people, but it amounted a good deal for Tim Healy
himself’—(applause).—Zreeman’s journal, 29th May, 1891.

largely due, for whatever it is worth, to Mr. Hugh Law.
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THk IRISH PRIEST IN POLITICS.

THE GLAIMS OF THE BISHUPS

“But in Ireland the line between religion and politics is a line
by no means easy to draw. I have some experience now in
critically observing such matters, and I have never known that feat
to be accomplished with perfect success.”—Dr. Warsu, Archbishop
of Dublin, 18th September, 1885.

i . possessing, as prlests, and independent
of all human organizations, an iunalienable and
indisputable right to guide their people in this
momentous proceeding, as in every other proceed-
ing where the interests of Catholicity as well as the
interests of Irish Nationality are involved.’”’
(Cheers.)—Dr. Warsa, Archbishop of Duablin, at Enniskerry,
20th September, 1885.

ko . . We are face to face at the present
moment with a great disobedience to ecclesiastical
authority. The doctrines of the present day are
calculated to wean the people from the priests’
advice, to separate the priests from the people—
TO LET THE PEOPLE USE THEIR OWN
JUDGMENT. If that teaching goes on it will succeed in
effecting what all the persecutions of England could never effect, it
will succeed in destroying the faith of the Irish people.”’—
Dr. Logur, Archbishop of Armagh and Primate of all Ireland, at
Cookstown.—Nativnal Press, 7th April, 1891.

HOW IRISH ELECTIONS ARE
WORKED.

Mr. T. HarrivaroN, M.P., speaking at the fortnightly meeting
of the National League, in Dublin, 30th December, 1890, and
referring to the recent Kilkenny election, pointed out : —

«If the English people wish to gauge the significance of the Kilkenny
election I will give them one fact in connection with it. I will read for you
the personating agents appointed by Sir John Pope Hennessy who presided
for him at the polls :—

Ballyragget—No. 1 Booth, Rev. W. Carrigan; No. 2 Booth, Rev. Martin
Holohan.
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Castlecomer—No. 1 Booth, Rev. James Timothy; No. 2, Rev. W.
Costigan ; No. 3, Rev. James Brennan.

Freshford—No. 1 Booth, Rev. James Henneberry; No. 2, Rev. G.
Fogarty.

Grace’s Old Castle—Rev. P. Aylward.

Geange—No. 1 Booth, Rev. John Cahill ; No. 2, Rev. John Doyle.

Johnstown—No. 1 Booth, Rev. W. Brennan; No. 2, Rev. P. Treacy.

Kilmanagh—Rev. John Ryan.

That, gentlemen, is a complete list of the personating agents, in the
handwriting of Sir John Pope Hennessy himself, and many of these
clergymen used language from the altar of a character which, when
exposed before the whole world, will, I trust, bring upon them the
condemnation of the Ecclesiastical authorities.” (Applause.)—
Freeman's Journal, 31st December, 1890.

CLERICAL BOYCOTTING.

In a leading article in United Ireland under date the S0th
May, 1891, the following appears :—

““ Now throughout the country the men who have remained loyal to the
Leinster Hall resolution, approved of by his Grace Dw. Walsh, Archbishop
of Dublin, are visited, in the name of religion, with spiritual, and in some
cases temporal, penalties. In some dioceses the Sacraments have been
refused to them. In others members of Parn-ll Leadership Committees
have been denounced from the pulpit as members of secret societies
condemned by the Church. Tn Belfast public prayers have been offered
up at the altar against them, and they have been compelled to listen in
silence. In the diocese of Meath the Easter offerings of some were
returned to them. Insome dioceses priests who are suspected of Parnellite
leanings have been censured and threatened, or have been removed to
out-of-the-way parishes.”

POOR LAW ELECTIONS—CLERICAL
DOMINATION.

The following citations are from the columns of the Daily
Independent and United Ireland, papers of Home Rule principles,
written and owned by Roman Catholies.

[Daily Independent, 30th March, 1892.]

The action of the Catholic clergy in many parts of the country, in the
Poor Law Elections which have just closed, is too grave a matter to be
passed over without a protest from all who value freedom of election.
The subject is one which Catholics, for obvious reasons, are loth to touch,
and in touching which they are extremely liable to misrepresentation. But
at the same time it is one which cannot be shirked unless we are to abandon
the rights of many humble voters in every district throughout Ireland to
exercise, according to the dictates of their consciences, the franchises with
which they are endowed by the Constitution, and under these circumstances
it is cowards alone who will fail to speak out the truth on such a topic.
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What we desire to say, therefore, is that if many of the statements made
within the last few weeks regarding the part taken by Catholic priests in
the Poor Law Elections are true—and so far the statements to which we
refer have been left uncontradicted—those elections have in many
places been a perfect farce. No one objects to the Catholic clergy
exercising, in such a case, all the rights and privileges possessed by all othex
citizens, and Catholics are prepared to go further, and say that, in the
matter of the election of Poor Law Guardians, they have, as guardians of
Catholic interests, a special duty to discharge. They are at liberty te¢
organize and address meetings, to exhort, and to persuade, if they can do sq
those who differ from them in opinions. But they are not justified in
using the altar as a platform for their deliverances on the Poor
Law Elections: nay, they are expressly prohibited from doing so even by
the statutes of the Church. They are not justified in going into the
homes of humble men, in insisting on voting papers being filled up
as they and not as the voters themselves desire, and in actually
tearing up the voting papers if they find the voters obdurate in
holding to their convictions. It looks, too, an extraordinary proceeding
that things should be so contrived that, in some places, the voting papers for
a whole country side should be left at the house of the parish priest or
curate, and not at the homes of the individuals by whom those papers are
to be filled and signed. Yet all this is alleged to have happened extensively
in the course of this year's Poor Luw Elections.

[Daily Independent, 4th April, 1892.]

What would happen to this old land, and what would be its future, if
to-day—if at this moment when we now pen these words—Independent
opposition, with its supporters and all who believe in it, understanding its
full meaning, were swept away by some dispensation of Providence ?
Consider, in the licht of recent revelations, what material would be left
behind for the building up of anation. We would have the Archbishops
and nearly all the bishops, a large majority of the clergy, a great
preponderance of the religious orders, and some hundreds of
thousands of poor people who dream that if they disobey the local
curate in the matter of voting for a Poor Law Guardian they will
burn in hell for all eternity.

[United Ireland, 2nd April, 1892.]

‘We have on our desk a letter from a well-known gentleman in Navan
declaring that the result of the elections in that Union has simply been
broaght about by ‘¢ clerical intimidation of the ignorant and super-
stitious.” The election, he declares, was made a religious question, and
clergy were brought in from distant parishes to kelp in the ¢‘insidious
and contemptible methods’ by which the Nationalists were defeated,
lest the local clergy alone might not he sufficient to intimidate the people.
This is the most glaring, as it has been the most public, instance
of the interference of the clerical authorities with the civil rights
of the people during the struggle.

Mr. MAHONY’S CHARGE SHEET.

MRr. Pierce ManoxNy, M.P., at Drogheda, 26th April, stated :—

Mr. Dillon, I presume, would like to be considered an honourable
opponent.
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Does he approve of the conduct of the priest, who, in the neighbourhood
of Castlecomer on the Sunday before the polling day, when Dr. Ffrench
Mullen and Mr. Baker attended Mass in his Church, from the steps of the
altar said to the congregation—* There are two of Mr. Parnell’s friends in
the Church, and you will know how to deal with them outside? (Cries of
‘“Shame.”)

Does he approve of the way in which Mr. Harrington and his own
cousin, Mr. Val. Dillon, were driven out of the village of Grange, in the
County Sligo, and stoned, a priest standing by, and by his gestures
apparently eancouraging ?

Does he approve of the language used by Father Fidelis in Kilkenny
towards the women of Kilkenny and the members of the Workmen’s Club
in that city ?

Does he approve of a priest beating women off a railway platform in the
South of Ireland, hitting them with a stick when they came theve to
welcome Mr. Parnell ?

Does he approve of a priest calling a crowd, who had assembled to
welcome Mr. Parnell, a crowd of soupers because there were one or two
Protestants amongst the people ?

Does he approve of the recent threat of a priest in Mullingar to ruin
the business of Protestant traders of the town because of their political
opinions ?

Does he approve of the action of a priest near Carlow, who, a few days
before the polls, allowed Dr. Hackett, of Kilkenny, to be stoned in his
presence and nearly blinded, without one word of protest? (Cries of
““Shame.”)

He claims for the priests of Ireland the rights of citizens. I freely
grant them those rights. (Loud cries of ¢ Hear, hear.”’) But does he
approve of priests, for whom he claims the rights of citizens, being
forbidden by their bishops to exercise their political opinions as Canon
O’Neill was in the County Carlow? (Criesof *“Hear, hear.””) Does he think
it becoming of a minister of religion to separate himself from a large portion
of his flock because of their political opinions? If he approves of these
things et him say so: if he does not, let him have the courage to say so, if
he has any courage left in him. (Applause).—Independent, 27th April, 1892.

A VOICE FROM THE PULPIT.

The Rev. B. Brapy officiating at Mass, at Dunboyne, County
Meath, on May 29th, 1892, gave the following advice :—

¢ In conclusion, he appealed to the illiterate voters to go with the priests,
as they were incapable of deciding for themselves how they should vote; and
if they erred, they did so at least in decent company. He furthermore told
such of his pari.hioners as were not of his views not to present themselves at
the meeting which would be held, not in the Chapel yard. aa originally
announced, but in the Sacristy.’’—Zndependent, 1st June, 1892,
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IRISH OPINION ON MR. GLADSTONE

AND THE

LIBERAL PARTY.

MR. J. J. Crancy, M.P., at Tallaght, on Sunday, 18th January, 1891 :—
“] believed that in the face of all that, if we submitted to Mr.
Gladstone's dictation, our independence would then and there have
absolutely ceased, and that we would be forced to swallow hereafter
some insufficient measure of Home Rule, which would be no settlement
of the Irish Question, and would be but a humbug and a delusion
and a snare.” (Cheers).—Freeman's Fournal, 1gth Januvary, 18g1.

Mg. Par~eLL at Newry, 8th March, 1891 :—

Now, I have spoken of the coercion of both political parties, but
who was it who taught Lord Salisbury’s Government how to coerce ?
(Cries of ““Gladstone.”’) What party was it who put a thousand of us
into jail without trial in 1882 ? (Groans for Gladstonc.) What
party was it who passed the Crimes Act of 18827

A Voice—The Grand Old Humbug. (Groans.)

Mr. Parnell (continuing)-Under which these removable magistrates
first came into existence. What party was it who instituted the power
to levy blood money and to tax small portions of Ireland for extra
police ? What party was it who wrote all these things in large letters
upon the Statute Book ? Why, it was the Liberal Party. It was the
very men who now tell you that it is your duty to hand me over—
(never)—and to pitch me into the common ditch of the camp.
Freeman’s Fournal, gth March, 1891.

Mr. James Davron, M.P., at Rotunda, roth December, 1890 :—

“He (the Speaker) did not believe that it was a sense of justice
that had converted Mr. Gladstone; but it was the eighty-six
independent members of the Irish party, and as long as they could
keep these eighty-six independent members of the Irish Parliamentary
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Party, so long would they be able to get Home Rule from an English
party, and no longer.” (Cheers.)—Freeman, 11th December, 18go.

Mr Gladstone in 1881. Mr. Gladstone in 18go.

“THE greatest and most un-  “THE unrivalled coercionist of
rivalled slanderer of the Irish race the Irish race. ~ [Mr. Parnell in
that ever undertook the task.” Committee Room 15, December
[Mr. Parnell at Waterford, gth 1st, 1890.]

October, 1881.]

CRITICISING MR. GLADSTONE’S letter to MR. FURNISs, the
Separatist candiate for West Hartlepool, the Dublin Evening
Telegrapl points out :—

“Mr, Gladstone has to-day offered anepistolary contribution to the
public discussion. It is most noteworthy from the fact that he says
nothing about Home Rule. He embraces the delusion that Mr.
Parnell has been got out of the way, of which we can seeno evidence.
But what is the consequence of this belief that Mr. Parnell is now a
person who need not be reckoned ? Simply this: that Mr. Gladstone
drops Home Rule, and apparently proposes to devote the remainder
of his Opposition leadership to a denunciation of Balfourism.
Mr. Gladstone will have to give up his delusions just as he had to
surrender them in 1885.” —Zvening Telegraph, 1oth January, 189gr1.

Let us clear our minds of cant [says Uniled Ireland, 17th
January, 1891]  What is Mr. Gladstone to us, as practical politicians,
more than an ally who, in consideration of Irish co-operation, is
willing to concede a measure of Home Rule? What are we to him
more than allies who, for the sake of obtaining Home Rule, are
willing to do their utmost to restore Mr. Gladstone and the Liberal
Party to power? It has been thoroughly well understood from the
beginning that the Liberals took up Home Rule because they
could not help themselves otherwise, and that the representatives of
Ireland, put out of sight the ghastly incidents of Liberal Government in
Ircland, from 1880 downwards, simply because the Liberals had
committed themselves to the support of the Irish demand. The
Liberals acted under pressure; the Irish members were influenced
by considerations of political expediency. The Liberals will continue
to act so long as the pressure is maintained ; no Irishman who is not
nopelessly astray in his estimate of public men, and his judgment of
events can fancy for a moment that the conversion of the Liberal Party
to HHome Rule was due to a sudden access of affection for us.
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On the introduction of Mr.

Gladstone’s Home

Rule Bill a leading Article appeared in United
Ireland of the 15th May, 1886, under the Title
of ¢ Will you trust us and believe us ? »’
Englishmen can easily answer this query after
perusing the following:—

Mr. T. M. HEALY, M.P.

[At Leinster Hall, Dublin,
20th November, 1890. ]

«I say yet it would be criminal
on our part, it would be criminal
—aye, it would be absurd and
foolish in the highest degree—
were we at a moment like this,
because of a temporary outcry
over a case that in I.ondon would
be forgotten to-morrow, if there
of
‘Whitechapel murders or some

were a repetition the
more scandals from the Gold
Coast with Mr.

Stanley’s voyages. (Hear,hear.)

connected

1 say we would be foolish and
criminal if we, the seasoned
politicians, who had seen, and
who have been able to watch
the vagaries and tempests of
political passion, if we, upon an
occasion of this kind, at the
very first biast of opposition,
surrendered the great chief who
has led us so far forward.”--~
Freeman's Report.

[At Committee Room No. 15,
1st December, 1890.]

¢“It will be maintained, under
these circumstances, that Mr.
Parnell having been declared
against by the body and volume
of English opinion, purchased
his place at the head of our party
by driving out of our cause and
out of the ranks of political
service the first great political
statesman who has held out the
hand of help and fellowship to
Ireland. (Cheers.) . . . We
have nothing before us but stern
(Hear, hear.) We
cannot found our position upon

realities.

sentiment, upon the claims of
friendship,upon anything except
the that
surround us in the presence of

awful  necessities
a trembling Irish cause. I, then,
say and declare that my vote
shall be for the deposition of
the chairman of this party,”—
Lreeman’s Report,
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Mr. JUSTIN McCARTHY, M.P,
LAt Leinster Hall, 20th November, 1890.]

“I am thinking of nothing but the Irish people and the Irishs
cause. (Hear, hear.) I care about no question, personal or
political, as I stand here, but the question personal or political,
which concerns the Irish people and the Irish cause (bravo);
and I am going to say to you, and I stake on the saying whatever
I have of personal character and of public responsibility, either
in Ireland or in England, that we are not going to change
our leader because of a cry got up against him.”— Freeman’s
Report.

Mr. Justin McCarthy voted for Mr. Parnell’s deposition
on 2nd December, 1890, in Committee Room No. 15.

Mr. THOMAS CONDON, M.P,
[At Leinster Hall, 20th November, 1890.]

“But no matter from what source such statements came
we, speaking in the name of the Parliamentary Party and of the
Irish people, tell all whom it may concern that we will not
swerve one iota from Mr. Parnell as leader of the Irish nation.
(Applause.)” — Freeman's LReport.

Mr. Thomas Condon, M.P., voted against Mr. Parnell in
Committee Room No. 13,

SIR THOMAS ESMONDE, M.P,
[At Galway, 20th November, 1890.]

“After some preliminary remarks about the divorce case,
asserted his determination to uphold Mr. Parnell’s leadership.”
—Z£reeman, 24th November, 1890.

Sir Thomas Esmonde also voted against Mr. Parnell on
the 2nd December, in Committee Room No. 5

Mr. DAVID SHEEHY, M.P,
[At Galway, 20th November, 1890.]

“Were they going to please their enemies, the Piggotists,
the Zimes and the Unionists, by throwing Mr. Parnell over-
board? Never.”

Mr. Sheehy voted for Mr. Parnell’s overthrow on 2nd
December.
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Ireland under Mr. Balfour.

FIVE YEARS OF UNIONIST
GOVERNMENT.

On Tuesday evening, 23rd June, 1891, Mr
T. W. Russell, M.P., was the guest of the Liberal
Union Club at the Criterion Restaurant, London.
Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, M.P., presided. After
thanking the Club for the great compliment paid him,
Mr. Russell said :—

When I received and accepted your invitation for to-night, I had
to think of what I should say. It is easy to talk the platitudes of
politics. ~ What I asked myself was, whether it would not be
possible to say something which would be of use to the Members of
this Club in the work they are doing all over the country.  Looking
at the matter in this light, I resolved to endeavour to do two things :
First, to ask what had been the results of our action as a party in
1886 as regards Ireland, and Second, to make clear what we had
lost and gained by the Unionist Alliance. ~We are nearing a
General Election, when we shall be called upon to make answer on
these two points, and I hope that which I am about to say, and the
facts and figures I am about to quote, may prove useful beyond the
confines of this room.

IRELAND IN 1885-86.

What then was the position in Ireland when the Unionist party
came into power? It is quite true that there was a lull in Irish
disorder between June, 1885, and June, 1886. The dates are
full of significance. ~During the first part of that period the
Conservative leaders were coquetting with Mr. Parnell, and, during
the second, Mr. Gladstone had gone over, bag and baggage, to the
man and the party he and his followers had previously denounced.
During this period, therefore, Irish disorder was held in check. But
with the advent of the Unionist party to power, the dogs of war were
let loose once more. Agrarian crime at once began to increase.
The plan of campaign was formulated.  Juries disregarded their
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oaths, and acquitted prisoners whose guilt was clearly established.
Boycotting was extended and became an engine of savage and heart-
less cruelty. Evictions increased. Everything was, in fact, done to
make Government impossible. This was the position of affairs
shortly after the Government took office.

IRELAND IN 189l.

Let me give some figures illustrative of how things stood then, and
how they stand now. For many months England rang with the story of
Irish Evictions. They constituted the staple of Gladstonian oratory
all over the country. At bye-elections they were made to do
enormous service. Now we never hear of them. Why is this?
Here are the figures.

EVICTIONS.
Year. Total of Actual Evictions.
1886 3781
1887 3869
1888 1609
1889 1356
1890 1421

These figures speak for themselves. They are official, and cannot
be questioned, and they prove that, so far from the Unionist policy
having encouraged or increased evictions, the passage of the Land
Act of 1887, and the Crimes Act of the same year has reduced them
by over 6o per cent.

AGRARIAN CRIME.

Agrarian crime has always been the special disorder of Ireland.
We condemn it, and we do right. Buf we ought to remember (and
the thought ought to make us not indeed tolerant of the crime, but
anxious to find the remedy) that this evil tree sprang from a root of our
own planting. It is a sad history the record of these three hundred
years—the abolition of the old Irish land system under which tribal
rights were acknowledged ; the planting of Irish landlordism under
the English system of tenure ; the strife, the bloodshed, the misery
which followed, and the wild revenge of secret societies, by means of
which the peasantry sought to right their wrongs. It isa ghastly
record—only lit up by the awakening of England in recent years to
a sense of her duty and her obligations. But with all this I am only
incidentally concerned to-night. The real question before us is, how
has Ireland fared in this respect since 18867 I again quote the
official figures.
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Agrarian Crimes
Year. exclusive of

threatering letters,
1886 032 424 1056
1867 591 292 : 883
1888 411 249 : $to
1889 341 : 194 535
B890 .. v 3800 199 519

Threatening
letters,

Total

Here, again, there is absolutely no room for doubt. A solid re-
duction of 50 per cent. in this class of crime is something worth
boasting about; and the decrease still goes on, the :jyuarter ending
31st March of the present year showing a downward tendency, with
only one single offence against the person.

BOYCOTTING.

This offence, in many respects the most heartless and cruel product
of the Irish and Gladstonian conspiracy, assumed alarming pro-
portions in 1886. Mr. Gladstone understood wkat it was, and
denounced it in 1882. He invented the name of  Ex<lusive dealing ”
for it in 1887. But how much Ireiand suffered, and how many
people were hopelessly ruined by it, may be gathered from the
official recoyds :—

Persons

Date. wholly
boycotted.

goth June, 18387 ... 866 .. 4035 4901
31st Dec., 1887 ... 287 .. ZT Oz e 210 0)
n ibetotel M e EOR L 650/ i 712

x RSO N S Sl TEOL . tave 152

o icstafel o =Sl e 473 472
31st May, 1891 ... = oo 4038 403

Partiaily

boycotted. Total.

Tt wiil be seen by these figures that this evil was almost extinct in
1889, and that it revived in 18go. This was due entirely to the
Tipperary struggle, now happily being brought to a close. And the
significance of these returns will be seen when I mention the fact that
out of the 403 persons partially boycotted at the present moment 312 live
in the area still left under the full effect of the Crimes’ Act. In other
words they are in County Clare, or on the Clanricarde, Smith-Barry,
and Olphert estates. Outside of this area there are only 91 persons
partially boycotted in the whole of Ireland. It is almost impossible
for those who have not seen the working of this system of torture to
realize what these figures mean.
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THE PLAN OF CAMPAIGN.

The Plan of Campaign has for several years been the great weapon
of the Parnellite and Gladstonian alliance. 1 am aware that now,
when it is dead or dying, politicians of the type of Mr. Samuel Smith
and Mr. Rathbone are making haste to declare that they never ap-
proved of it. But whilst Mr. O'Brien was shrieking its praises and
defending its palpable dishonesty below the gangway, these gentlemen,
with a great load of Welsh Nonconformity weighing down their con-
sciences, were conveniently silent. What are the facts to-day re-
garding the Plan? Mr. O’'Brien maintains that it has everywhere
triumphed. Has it triumphed at Tipperary ? There, on a great scale,
involving probably an expenditure of /50,000, this scheme of dis-
honesty and insanity had a fair field. It was blessed by an arch-
bishop, who, now that the whole edifice has come tumbling about his
ears, mournfully tells his people that “ Home Rule is dead,” and that he
at all events ‘“ will not live to see it.” It was backed by a system of
terrorism almost infernal in its completeness. It has absolutely failed.
Mr. Smith-Barry has not been ruined. Tipperary has nearly been
destroyed. Has it succeeded at Luggacurren, at Coolgreany, at
Gweedore, at Dunleer, or at New Ross? The fact is the Plan of
Campaign is on its last legs. It is not quite dead. But it is dying.
And those ‘“ Children of the Nation,” who, Mr. O'Brien was wont to
assure us, would be taken care of by the Irish race so long as they had
a shilling to spend or a crust to spare, are now being handed over to
that broad-shouldered but on the whole kindly gentleman, the British
taxpayer. A few weeks, or at most months, will probably see the last
of this wild and insane policy.

THE CRIMES ACT.

Gentlemen, the Crimes Act constitutes the head and front of our
)fending. Coercion was not only doomed to failure, it was to sound
our death knell as a party. Has it failed? So far from having
failed, practically the whole of Ireland has been relieved from the pro-
visions of that Second Section around which such fierce battles were
fought in the House of Commons. But there are things so suggestive
about the later history of this measure that I cannot refrain from
mentioning them. I have two sets of figures—the first of which brings
the working of the Act down to the end of 189o—the other to the end
of April, 1891. Here is the first :—

Period. Total. Discharged. Convicted.
Prosecutions under Act to
31st December, 1887 628 213 415
5 = 1888 1,475 393 1,082
" 1889 839 242 597
” ” 1890 530 130 391
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These figures are highly satisfactory. But they do not possess the
fame interest as the second set to which I have referred. = I secured
them in reply to a question in the House from the Chief Secretary
for Ireland. = The figures deal with the first four months of 1890
and 1891.

ULSTER.

FirsT PErIOD.

Courts Held. Cases Tried, Persons Tried,
9 9 42
Skcoxp PErriop.

4  §3

LEINSTER,

First Prriop,

Courts Held. Cases Tried. Persons Tried.
v 6 27
Seconp Periop,

5 b A

MUNSTER.

First PERIOD.
Courts Held, Cases Tried. Persons Tried.
33 33 136

SEconDp PErIOD.
15 16 ¥
CONNAUGHT.

First Prrioo.

Courts Held Cases Tried. Persons Tried.
23 24 48

Skconp PErIOD.

8
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In the first period, the four months of 1890, there were 71 Crimes
Courts held. In the second period there were 31. In the first
period there were 72 cases tried.  In the second there were 33. In
the first period, the persons involved numbered 238. In the second,
there were only 101.

These are most suggestive figures. What caused the drop of
65 per cent.? The answer is plain. This class of crime requires
incitement. It requires organization. It requires the incitement of
vitriolic speech. It requires the organization of the paid organizer.
No Irish peasant goes moonlighting out of sheer gaiety of heart.
No. It requires organization, and oftentimes coercion. ~During the
past six months, the vitriolic speech has been entirely absent from
Ireland—or, if it has been heard at all, the patriots were fiercely
denouncing each other to the neglect of what they call the common
enemy. And as for the paid organizer—he, too, has felt the pinch.
His weekly allowance has been stopped to the immense advantage of
the country.  This, and this alone, explains the collapse of this form
of crime—a collapse which has enabled the Government not indeed
to dispense with the Crimes Act sword, but to return it to its sheath.

THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

And, finally on this head, the House of Commons attests the reality
of the pacification of Ireland. We are nearing the close of one of the
most memorable Sessions that any Parliament ever witnessed. It was
heralded by a great flourish of Opposition trumpets. It has been a
triumphant success. Ireland has secured a great measure, under
which it will at least be possible for 100,000 tenants to become owners
in fee of their holdings, and on terms such as no State in the world
ever dreamed of giving. She has also secured, and will shortly be in
the full enjoyment of, an extension of her railway system, such as few
Irishmen ever contemplated. A period of want in the congested area
has been successfully met. Education is to be freed and made com-
pulsory, and a great measure of temperance reform has received the
approval and support of the Government. But, whilst all this has been
done, or is in process of being done, the change in the House of
Commons is very great. Mr. O’Brien no longer shrieks below the
gangway. Mr. Dillon’s pensive face is not to be seen. Mr. Parnell
flits in and out, but does not stay. Even Mr. Healy prefers his briets
in Dublin to his duties at Westminster, and Mr. Sexton is all that is
left of the famous band. What things have come to may be realized
when I say that an Irish member in my hearing lately gave utterance
to an opinion that “the Chief Secretary was not utterly depraved.”
Things are sadly out of joint when an Irish debate empties the house
—when members go about declaring that there is nothing to equal
it in dullness, save, perhaps, 2 Scotch discussion on a Roads and

Bridges Bill.
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COMMERCIAL PROSPERITY.

But, Sir, we have not only secured a peaceful, we are rapidly
approaching a prosperous Ireland. In 1886 there were 18,640,000
passengers travelled on Irish railways. In 1889-go the number had
risen to 20,293,000. In 1886 the goods traffic amounted to
A1,270,000. In 1889-go it had risen to £1,369.000. The Irish
Banks tell the same story. The cash balances standing in these
Banks at the close of 1886 amounted to £30,172,000. At the end
of 1890 they stood at £33,325,000, whilst the balances at the end of
both years in the Trustee and Post Office Savings Bank stood at
£ ¢,710,000 and 5,696,000 respectively. It does not really matter
into what path the enquirer strikes, the result is the same. The
population is diminishing. This is the stock cry of the Irish patriot
everywhere. It is true, and the pity is that the exodus is not always
from the congested area. But even here the balance is on the right
side. During the five years ending 1885, 398,658 persons left
Ireland for other countries. For the same period, 1886-9o the
number was 335,817, a reduction of 16 per cent.

PAUPERISM.

If we turn to pauperism the figures are also satisfactory. The
average number of paupers in Irish workhouses for the five years ending
December, 1885, was 51,558. For the same period ending 31st
December, 1890, the number was 46,110—a reduction of 11 per cent.,
whilst ordinary as distinct from agrarian crime has sunk to a lower
figure than it has stood at for twenty years.

FIVE YEARS OF UNIONIST
GOVERNMENT.

I hold, therefore, that in the face of the country we can give not
only a good, but a triumphant account of our work in Ireland. It is
almost an unbroken record of success. Others may claim the credit.
Those who laboured to make Government impossible, who launched
the Plan of Campaign, who have ruined whole districts and thousands
of people, may say that these results are due to their action, that we
have had no policy, save that of coercion. This will hardly deceive
the ordinary British elector. We have, undoubtedly, coerced people. We
have coerced the evil-doer. We have coerced the coercionist, and by
our action real freedom has been restored to the country. And, whilst
doing this, we have redressed wrongs, remedied grievances, and gone
a long way towards solving the Irish Land Question, the real root of
all the trouble in that country. Whether, therefore, we win or lose at
the General Election I am certain that the historian will do us justice,
and that these five years of Unionist Government of Ireland will stand
out as the most successful of modern times. (Cheers).
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FURTHER FACTS.

It is universally admitted that one of the surest indications of the
prosperity of a country is the state of its commercial credit ; and the
improvement in the condition of Ireland during the last five years cannot
be better tested than by examining the value of the shares in her
leading commercial securities. We give below a table showing the
market value of the shares in the leading Irish banks, railways and
tramways at three different periods :—First, in January, 1886, before
the introduction of Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule Bill; secondly, in
May, 1886, while that Bill was before Parliament, and its fate was
uncertain ; and thirdly, at the present time, when a Unionist Govern-
ment has been nearly five years in office, and the fears which were
excited by the possibility of the establishment of an Irish Parliament
have died away. We commend these figures, which are taken from
the Stock Exchange quotations, to the attention of business men, who
can appreciate their full significance :—

1886. 1886. | 18or.
| January. May. | Dec.
Banl(of IrelandiStocke..." .0 o8 0 27108 5 260 326
Ulster Bank Shares (42 10s. PHIAY s SO fe i £ 1 108 0% 1048
City of Dublin Steamship Companyisves i Las i 113.i 110 121
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, Ordinary ... 69;§ 68 122}
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, Preference... 98% 93% 116
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, Debentures.| 105 1014 120
Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway, Ordinary ...| 543 424 43
Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway, Preference .| 100 99 126
Great Northern of Ireland Railway, Ordinary ... ... 1033 95 1313
Great Northern of Ireland Railway, Preference ... 104 101} 131
Great Northern of Ireland Railway, Debentures , 1074 105 123
Great Southern and Western Railway, Ordinary 1023 95 | 1173
Midland Great Western Railway, Ordinary ... .| 68 611 105%
Midland Great Western Railway, Preference ... .| I0O 94 116
Midland Great Western Railwzy, Debenturcs ... .| 103 1004 1223
Belfast Street Tramways .. ... ... ... .. . 114} 1042 | 15%
Dublin United Tramways ’ 104 10y | IO




LEAFLET No. 18.] [SIXTH SERIES.
THE

GORK ELEGTION OF 1891.

The Daily News, in commenting on the result of the Cork
Election, when Mr. Martin Flavin, the Clerical Candidate, was
returned by a large majority, states, 'Che cry of clerical intimi-

dation is altogether absurd.” How far this assertion is true can

be judged by the following records and facts :—

¢“UNITED IRELAND’S” STATEMENT.

The action of some of the Cork clergymen during the last few days proves
beyond all question that the priests are resolved to become by any and every means
the dominant power in politics. One of them has had the hardihood publicly to
declare that he, as a minister of the Gospel, would tell the electors who promised
to vote for Mr. Redmond that it is their duty to break their promises. And yet
this estimable clergyman will get up in the pulpit to-morrow or the next day and
preach to his flock of the beauty of truth, and will tell them that the devil is the
father of lies.— United Ireland, 31st October, 1891.

CANON O'WMAHONY’S CONFIRMATION.

I have already stated on a former occasion when addressing you that those who
made promises to vote for Mr. Redmond were not morally bound by the promise.—
{ Rev. Canon O’Mahony at Cork, 4th November. Cerk Herald, sth November,

1891].
DURING THE FIGHT.

The following passages are taken from Cork speeches; all the
speakers are Roman Catholics :—

Mr. John O’Connor, M.P., Saturday, October 24th :—

He (Mr. O’Connor) went to Blackpool and had not spoken to a dozen people
when there came riding down upon him Canon O’Mahony—(continued hisses, and




S
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a voice, ““clerical infimidation”)—and two other curates, one of them bringing
the breviary of his holy office under his arm. Now, he was speaking to
Corkmen and Roman Catholics like himself—(hear, hear)—and he would not by
any act be deprived of that privilege— {cheers)—and in anything he would say
there would be due respect for his religion and the pastors of his religion—(hear,
hear)—but he was ashamed, and he was shocked that duy to fiud that the pastors
had used their office for the political purpose of driving a political opponent from
the scene of action. (Cries of “shame.”)

Mr. Patrick O’Brien, M P., October 27th :—

‘Well may the Protestants of Ireland look on and ask, ¢ If the Catholic
people are thus treated, what would they do if they had us ?”’

Mr. John Redmond, October 31st :~—

Their opponents were using agencies which were not intended to be political
agencies, but agencies to direct men to lead good lives and save their souls, and he
said as a Catholic—he was not like his opponents going about boasting of his saintli-
ness—they would not permit for a moment or tolerate the ministers of the religion
they believed in and loved to boss them in political aftairs. (Cheers.) If they were
beaten in that election—(no, no)—supposing they were, they would know what it
wa; that beat them, and they might take his word for it, that as long as the
English people saw elections carried on in Ireland by the united
exercise of the tendency he had referred to they would not give
EHome Rule for Ireland. (Cheers.)

DOr. Kenny, M.P., October 31st:--

They were in the middle of a fight, and they had to meet every infa-
mous means that could be used against free men, but they should
possess their souls in peace. They were not alraid of clerical dictation—(no, no)—
nor of mob dictation.. When the priests came to them they should show them no
disrespect, on the contrary show them the respect their office demanded, but they
should say to them, back to your sanctuary; serve your God as is
enjoined on you, and do not come and dictate to us what we are to do in
politics.

Mr. E. Leamy, M.P., November 2nd :—

He wished to point out one thing that happened yesterday. A certain gentle-
wman and member of Parliament went to a house and asked a man for his vote. He
replied, ¢ I am going to vote for Mr. Redmond, I promised to do so.”” The
priest said, ‘“¥You need not keep the promise, and this man,’’ pointing
to the member of Parliament, ¢‘do you know this man?’ The man re-
plicd, ¢“ Well, father, I am only a poor man, I am not a gentleman,
but it is not because he broke his word to Parnell that I will do the
same.” (Loud cheers )

Mr. John Redmond, November 1st :=—

He had been told in addition in many places some of the clergymen and
others had told some ot the more illitsrate voters that the secrecy of the ballot was
a sham, and that the priests and others would be able to know how a man voted.
(Shame)—[ Cork Constitution ixepe

THrx POLLING DAY.

The most important of all the polling stations was that for the North-
west ward. Before nine o’clock Messrs. W. O’Brien, Condon, Davitt, ¥lavin and
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Dr. Tanner arrived on the scene, accompanied by Canon O’Mahony and seven other
priests. The clergy took up position at once, and remained there throughout the
day. As each voter passed the gate he was button-holed by Canon O’Mahony or
one of his curates, who most industriously proceeded to tell them to put his mark
‘‘opposite the first man’s name on the paper.” During the day
the Parnellites got at loggerheads with the clerics. ~Father Shinkwin, it is
asserted, was observed asking a man whom he would vote for, and telling
the man to vote for Flavin. Mr. James O’'Brien asked him what he meant,
and Father Shinkwin said he merely asked the man his name, and demanded
of Mr. O'Brien did he want to bully him. Mr. O'Biien said he did not,
but thought that the votes should be left alone. Atanother time Mr. John O’Connor
M.P., and Mr. T. Harrington, M.P., had several hot words with different priests
for the latters alleged interference with voters. One voter was asked the usual
question by Canon O’Mahony, and having answered that he would vote for the
Federationist candidate, Mr. Harrington said, ‘‘ Remember your country and vote
for Redmond.” “Zanon O’Mahony, however, led the man away, and, having
spoken to him, led him into the booth. To show the extent to which ¢‘the priestly
dictation’’ was carried in the ward, a case might be mentioned. A rather aged
man was about entering one of the booths, when a personating agent asked him his
name. The man stared at him vacantly for a few seconds, and then said, ‘¢ I will
run and ask,my priest.”” He returned again, and showing some doubt as to
whether ¢ O’” should be prefixed to his name or not he went again and consulted
his adviser. As one old man approached, a priest accosted him and asked him if
he could read and write. On receiving a negative answer the clergyman took him
by the arm, and in spite of the efforts of some of Mr. Redmond’s friends, he led him
to the entrance of the polling booth, and did not lose sight of him until he appeared
to be satisfied. He was in the hands of Mr. Flavin’s friends. In another instance
a man was seen disputing with a priest, and was heard saying, ¢ We are on the
same level here; I won’t be intimidated by you or any other man.”
Mr. Harrington, who was standing by, intervened and said, ‘‘Ycn are quite right ;
you have exactly the same right here as the priest.”” The discussion then ended.
Another man, when he was approached by a priest, said, ‘“Ah, go away and
attend to your proper business; you have no right to be here.”
To try and settle affairs, Mr. J. O’Connor suggested to the priests that if they let
the voters go to the poll without questioning them, his side would do the same. To
this they would not agree, which was the means of intensifying the party feeling,
and the police found it necessary to take possession of the passage leading from the
street to the schools.—(Cor% Constitution Report.)

THE LESSON OF THE ELECTION.

Mr. W. Redmond, M.P., at Cork, after the declaration of the
poll stated :—

They were beaten because their priests left their churches and
their own business to enter into politics and bulldoze the electors
of Cork. (Cheers.) They opposed Painell because of what they called his
moral crime. There was no moral crime against his (Mr Redmond’s) brother or
himself, and he said while as Catholics they respected the priests, and were ready
to defend them, they said that in political matters they had no right to dictate to
the people how they should vote. (Cheers.) If they allowed dictation from
the priests, the people of England would never give them Home
Rule.—Cork Constitution, November gth, 1891.

Mr. J. Dalton, M.P., said :—

The people of England would not be slow to take to heart the lesson which
the election taught. If they were going to have the priests supreme in their
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elections—(no, no)---if they were going to have elections decided upon what
Father this or_the Bishop of that thought the sooner the franchise was
taken from Ireland the better. (Cheers.) . . . If Parliamentary
representation in that country was to depend upon the opinion of the priests and
bishops for the time being, all he could say was the best thing to settle the whole
matter was to hand over Parliamentary representation to them altogether.
(Cries of ““never.”’) Let the bishops meet in Dublin or Cashel, or anywhere else
they like, and let them select eighty or eighty-six curates, and on public form—
and what he meant by public form was the amount of intimidation ot
electors, which, if exercised by men in private life, would incur
for them a penalty of six months’ imprisonment. (Cheers.) Let
them select these eighty or eighty-six curates and send them over to Westminster
and see what they could do for the people.—Cork Constitution, November gth,

1891.
Mr. Pierce Mahony, M.P., remarked :—

The people should know, and they should feel that no Government would
dare to propose to hand over Ulster to the government of these men (the clerical
nominees). They might have bitter feelings towards some men in Ulster, but
after all they owed much to the Protestants of Ireland. (Cheers. )
-—Cork Constitution, November gth, 1891

Englishmen and Scotchmen, are you prepared to endorse
this state of things in the sister isle, and be a party to handing
over the government of Ireland to .a Clerical Home Rule
Parliament in Dublin? Now is the time to decide.

VOTE FOR THE UNIONIST PARTY

AND

CIVIL FREEDOM.
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NONCONFORMIST ELEGTORS

OF GREAT BRITAIN,
READ THIS,

And then ask yourselves if you are prepared to vote for
Mr. Gladstone and Home Rule in opposition to the
unanimous testimony of your co-religionists in Ireland.

On November 14th, 1888, an address was presented to Lords
Salisbury and Hartington on behalf of the Nonconformists of
Ireland protesting in the strongest terms against Home Rule.
“We deprecate,” said the address, “in the strongest manner, as
disastrous to the best interests of the country, a separate Parliament
for Ireland. . . . . We do not believe that any guarantees,
moral or material, could be devised which would safeguard the rights
of minorities scattered throughout Ireland against the encroachments
of a majority vested with legislative and executive functions. We
especially claim the aid of our co-religionists in Great Britain in
resisting strenuously any such policy.”

At that time there were g9go Nonconformist ministers in Ireland,
and of these 864 signed the above address, while only 8 declared them-
selves Home Rulers, the remaining 118, although Unionists, declined
to sign on the ground that, being ministers of religion, they wished
to have nothing to do with politics.

At the banquet which accompanied the presentation of the
address, the Rev. Henry Evans, D.D., speaking for the
Methodists of Ireland, said: ‘I have been asked to indicate the hurt
which a Parnellite Government would do to Ireland. It would
inevitably put education under the priesthood, and I ask English
Nonconformists how they would like that for themselves in England.
The subjection of Ireland to a government such as is propesed would
banish capital and warn off capital from the country. It would also
drive away the Protestant people from a vast number of places, and
would be the speedy extinction of our existence over vast areas.”

Rev. Arthur Mursell, the well-known Baptist Minister,
writing to a Rossendale correspondent, on 2oth January, 1892, says:
“ Nonconformity has struggled and suffered for political and religious
freedom, but its struggle has taught it little, if it has not enabled it
to discriminate between a reformer and a rebel. . . . . Vote
only and solely on the one issue, Union or Separation; imperial
integrity or national surrender ”

The late Rev. Charles Spurgeon wrote, “ I feel
especially the wrong proposed to be done to our Ulster brethren.
What have they done to be thus cast off? The whole scheme is as full
of dangers and absurdities as if it came from a madman.”—
(May, 1886.)

And to the same effect speaks the Rev. William Arthur
(ex-president of the Wesleyan conference) : “I cannot conceive,” says
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he, “ how any Nonconformist, Scotch or English, can for a moment
think of depriving the Protestants of Ireland of the civil and religious
guarantees which the Constitution accords to them, and of placmg
them in the power of a Parliament composed as they know one in
Dublin would be composed. If they stand by and see this effected,
they wiil undo much of the work done by their fathers, and will leave
to their children weary tasks in attempting to repair the breaches
made by their unfaithfuiness.”

Nonconformists! weigh these words! they are
the words of men who are the glory of English
Noncomformity, and if you do, you will support
Nonconformicy in Ireland by

VOTING FOR THE UNIONIST GOVERNMENT.

Englishmen, read this.

THE following is from the Freeman's Journal, of February
18th, 1886, the leading Home Rule daily paper in Ireland.

“We contend that the good Government of Ireland by England
is impossibie, not so much by reason of natural obstacles, but beca-we
of the radical, essential difference in the. public order of the two
Countries. This, considered in the abstract, makes a gulf profound,
impassable—an obstacle nc human ingenuity can remove or
overcome. it is that the one people is Christian and the
other non-Christian. . . . To put the contrast again
in the plainest form—the one order of civilization is Christian
the other non-Christian ; the one people has not only accepted,
but retained with inviolable constancy, the Christian, the other hag
not only rejected it, but has been for three centuries the leader of the
great apostacy, and is at this day the principal obstacle
to the conversion of the world ”

Not only does the Freeman deny your right to be styled
Lllrlstxans but it actually has the audacity to accuse you of
being an immoral nation.

Speaking of the PARNELL scandal the Freeman on
21st November, 1890, said—

“The Irish Members are responsible for much of the hubbub
in England at the present time. They have been so flattering the
English that like all dense-headed and thick-witted
peopie trying to govern a clever one the English have
begun not to know themselves. It is living in England
which has contaminated Mr. Parnell.”
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THE ENGLISH ARMY IN IRELAND.

A reply to Gladstonian Misstatements.

The Gladstonians are distributing all over the country a leaflet,

headed
“THE COST OF COERCION,”

which contains the following words :(—

In 1878, when war with Russia threatened, we had 109,201 soldiers at home.
To-day we have 106,767 ! For what purpose ? To coerce Ireland. In 1885, we
had only 91,579 ; in 1886, we had 98,057. Coercion is thus responsible for an
increase of 8,710! We have 30,000 troops in Ireland, who annually cost us
£2,250,000. . . . As Mr. Gladstone has worked it out, the home service
charge for the Army is 16/- per head of population in Ireland, against 5/- per head
in Great Britain ! That is to say, it costs about 11/- for every man, woman and
child to collect landlords’ rents and to drive the tenants from their homes.

I need hardly say that it would be difficult to compose a more
complete tissue of falsehoods, and those who publish it are
perfectly well aware of this, but unfortunately a large number of
the electors take it for absolute truth, as they do every statement
made by Gladstonians, and they believe that the population of
Ireland are actually being charged 16/- per head for the mainten-
ance of troops there, while the English only pay 5/- per head.
They have no the smallest idea that the charges for the army
are provided out of one consolidated fund, and that, as far as
taxation goes, it would not make the slightest
difference if every soldier were quartered in
England, Scotland, or Ireland. It seems almost childish
to have to notice these falsehoods, but if they are left unnoticed
they are believed.

Gladstonian orators are very fond of dilating on the number of

TROOPS QUARTERED IN IRELAND,

which they variously estimate at from 30,000 to 40,000, according
to the humour they happen to be in. The facts are these—the
average number of troops in Ireland—

In 1872, was 2%,000;

In 1882, a little over 29,000;

and on September 1, 1891, 2%7.600.
In no other year than 1882, at any rate since 1861, has the
average strength reached 28,000. The force at homeis regulated
by the force we have to maintain abroad, and troops
are quartered in Ireland because we have not
barrack accommodation for them in Great Britain.
The real excess kept in Ireland is cavalry, and
they are kept there because it is cheaper. The
Government are quite willing to reduce the force
in Ireland, but the population resent any reduction
of troops as a direct reduction of income. The
War Office is flooded with petitions the moment such an idea
is mooted.

[Letter to the Zimes, Dec. 26, 1891, signed by a ‘ Unionist.”]
P.T:0. [79
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IRISH PUBLIC OPINION.

The following facts should be borne in mind by Englishmen
and Scotchmen when Gladstonian orators rail against the
¢ British Garrison™” of thirty thousand “bayonets” being
quartered in Ireland to “coerce” the inhabitants and maintain
“foreign” law. The expressions of opinion here quoted do not
emanate from ¢“orange’” Ulster, or representatives of the
¢ privileged or landlord” classes, but from what Mr. Gladstone
calls “the people.”

Early in January, 1891, the War Office decided to remove the
troops from Dundalk, leaving only a few men to take charge of
the barracks. A Memorial was immediately presented to Lord
‘Wolseley, commanding the forces in Ireland, signed by the High
Sheriff of Louth, Chairman Dundalk Town Commissioners,
Chairman Poor Law Guardians, Chairman of the Dundalk Steam
Packet Co., and Chairman of the Harbour Board, praying the
authorities to abandon the intention of removing the cavalry
from the town. on the following amongst other grounds :—

¢The removal of the cavalry would entail a serious loss upon the traders of the
town, and more particularly on the farmers of the district, who largely depend

on the military for the disposal of their produce.””—Dundalk Democrat,
3tst January, 1891.

The idea was consequently abandoned.

Recently the authorities contemplated bringing some of the
militia regiments over to England for their annual training, and
on the 28th January, 1892, a meeting of the Wicklow Town
Commissioners and principal inhabitants of the district was held,
to consider what steps should be taken to prevent the soldiers
being removed to England. Mr. Peter O’Brien, Chairman of
Board, presided, and in his remarks, said :—¢The Murrough is
second to no place in Great Britain for the training and drilling
of troops,” and “as to the removal of the great body of the
troops for training elsewhere, he considered it a great hardship
and injury to the town.” The following resolution was unani-
wously carried :—

““That a deputation, consisting of the following gentlemen, namely, Messrs.
Peter O’Brien, C.T.C., E. M. Harding, John Nolan, Joseph M. Carroll, T.C.,
and W. H. H. Kennedy, be appointed to take immediate steps to wait on Lord
Wolseley, with a view of preventing the artillery training being removed from
Wicklow to England.”’—2Daily /ndependent, 29th January, 1892.

That English soldiers are popular in Ireland may be judged
from the following resolution, adopted by the Athlone Town -
Board :—

Resolved :—*“That we, the Town Commissioners of Athlone, express our regret
at the removal from our town of the Wiltshire Regiment ; that we direct our clerk
to convey to the commanding officer our appreciation of the excellent conduct of
the men during their time here, and of the friendship entertained by the towns-
people with this regiment.” — Dazly Express, 12th May, 1890.
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Nore.—Shortly after Mr. Balfour’s speech at Plymouth, upon the
roth of August, 1891, announcing that the Government intended to

bring in a Bill dealing with the question of Irish Local Government,

the Council of the Irish Unionist Alliance appointed a Special Com-
mittee of gentlemen composed of both Unionist political parties, to
consider the question, and to take such action in the interests of Irish
Unionists as the Committee might deem necessary. The following
Preliminary Report was issued by the Committee in October, 1891.
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. The system of Local Government in England either before the
passing of the Local Government Act of 1888 or since, bears scarcely
any resemblance to that existing in Ireland. One point is clear,
however. Ireland has long had, and still has, a system of County
Government superior to that of England, as regards simplicity,
uniformity, economy and efficiency.

In illustration of this statement it may be useful before proceeding
to deal categorically with the various matters entrusted to the man-
agement of County Councils in England, to point out the different
modes by which the most important county work—viz., that of the
construction and maintenance of roads and bridges—is carried out in
the two countries.*

* Arthur Young, writing about 112 years ago,says :—*“For a country so very
far behind us as Ireland, to have got suddenly so much the start of us, in the
article of roads, is a spectacle that cannot fail to strike the English traveller
exceedingly. . . . . . Ifoundit perfectly practicable to travel upon wheels
by a map. I will go here. I will go there. I could trace a route upon paper
as wild as fancy could dictate, and everywhere I found beautiful roads, without
break or hindrance, to enable me to realize my design. WWhat a figure would a
person make in England who should attempt to move in that manner, where the
roads, as Dr. Burn has very well observed, are almost in as bad a state as in
the time of Philip and Mary.”—(ARIHUR YoUNG’s “Tour in Ireland, vol. ii.,

part 2, pp. 56-57., Dublin, Ed. 1780.)
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DESCRIPTION OF IRISH SYSTEM.

2. The Irish system may be briefly but with sufficient accuracy
described as follows :(—In every barony in Ireland a court or meet-
ing called a Presentment Sessions is held every half-year, at which the
utility of public works, which it is proposed to carry out, is con-
sidered. This meeting is not composed necessarily of Grand Jurors.
Every Justice of the county is entitled to attend, but it is unusual for
Justices to attend Presentment Sessions unless they possess property
in the barony. There are associated with them a certain proportion
of the highest cesspayers in the barony.

In view of the utterly erroneous impression which prevails with
reference to the powers of the Grand Jury to nominate these associated
cesspayers, a few lines of detailed explanation may be useful. The
Barony Constable (who is the cess collector) is bound to make a
return to each Grand Jury of the names of the 100 persons in his
barony who in the previous half-year have paid the highest amount of
county cess, classifying the names according to the amount paid by
each, so that the name of the person who has paid the largest amount
shall appear at the top of the list, and so on.  The Grand Jury have
power, and are indeed required at each assizes, to make an order
fixing the number of associated cesspayers for each barony, which must
not be less than 5 nor more than 12. Let us suppose that a Grand
Jury decide that 8 shall be the number of associated cesspayers
entitled to sit at Presentment Sessions for a particular barony.
They next proceed to nominate double that number, or 16.
When the time of holding the Presentment Sessions arrives,
out of these 16, 8 are chosen by ballot to act. The impression
is that Grand Juries have a wide range of choice, and out of
a list of 0o names can select their favourites. This is not so. Their
functions in this respect are almost automatic. In the illustration
taken above they must select the 16 highest cesspayers. At the next
assizes, before making the new list, they must strike out the names of
half of those whose names appeared on the previous list. Even here
the Grand Juries cannot strike out any names they please. They must
first strike out the names of those who have already served, and only
after these are exhausted have they any choice. In the case just
taken 8 fresh names (the next highest on the list) would have to be
added, and the list would be once more complete. The cesspayers are
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therefore chosen by what is practically an automatic process out of the
list of 100, furnished by the Barony Constable. The area of selection
is confined to a number equal to three times that fixed for each
barony—the greatest area of choice being 36, the least 15.

In practice some Grand Juries in order to exclude men unable
through age or infirmity to serve, or to distribute the representation
more effectively through the Barony, nominate some of those whose
names appear on the Collector’s list below or outside the narrow limits
defined by the Act; but any cesspayer could challenge the legality of
this course by simply appealing to the judge at the assizes.

The bodies thus formed (which for the purposes of this Report it
will be convenient to call Baronial Sessions), deal only with matters
strictly relating to the districts in which they act. They may either
adopt, limit, or reject any proposal put before them for the construc-
tion or repair of a road, or for other public works. Having gone
through the list of applications, which are in every case made either
by any two cesspayers of the county, or County Surveyor, they
adjourn until a further date. In the meantime the County
Surveyor prepares, where necessary, plans and specifications
of the various works approved of by this body ; advertisements are
issued inviting tenders for their execution, an adjourned meeting of the
Baronial Sessions is held, when the tenders are opened, and the con-
tractor, who then and there enters upon a contract for the due execution
of the work, declared. The adjourned Presentment Sessions are bound
to accept the lowest tender, except the contractor and sureties are
not considered sufficiently solvent.

The Sessions already spoken of act for Baronies. A * County
at T.arge” Sessions is composed: by the County Justices and
one cesspayer selected by each barony out of the cesspayers sitting
at the Baronial Sessions. The ¢ County at Large” Sessions
deals with proposals, the cost of which it is proposed to levy off the

)

whole county.

Up to this point the Grand Jury have not appeared upon the
scene at all. The proceedings of the Baronial and County at Large
Sessions are sent forward to be considered by the Grand Jury
of the County at their next meeting. Broadly speaking, the Grand
Jury have only the right to say *“yes” or “no” to the various proceed-
[85
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ings of the Baronial Sessions. Contracts not approved of by the Grand
Jury fall through ; those approved of are carried out, subject to the
conditions laid down at the Presentment Sessions. The Grand
Jury, therefore, have no power to zuitiate any public expendi-
ture (except in a few limited cases), their business being solely con-
fined to that of control. Salaries of certain officers, imperative pre-
sentments, such as contributions to lunatic asylums, instalments in
payment of loans, etc., and certain works of a more important nature,
(mail roads are charged half on the county at large, and half on the
barony or baronies through which they run) are charged upon the
“ county at large,” while the works directly belonging to the various
baronies or districts are paid for by the districts to which they relate.

A further power possessed by the ratepayers. A.p person paying
County Cess may apply to the Assize Judge for liberty to traverse
any presentment, whether for illegality, inutility, or damage ; and, if
permission is given, the traverse is tried before the Judge, with the
assistance of a common jury, who, as in all other cases, are sole
judges of the facts. As illustrative of current misrepresentations
of the existing system of Local Government in Ireland, it may
be worth while to quote what Mr. Richard O’Shaughnessy says
upon this point, in the art'cle he contributed to the Cobden Club
volume, dealing with “Local Government and Taxation,” he said :—
“ Any cesspayer is allowed to appeal against the ratification of the
Grand Jury. The judge has no special knowledge about the conve-
nience of a road, or the construction of a bridge. It is not unnatural,
nor is it to be regretted, that appeals on the ordinary subjects of
administration to so unsuitable a tribunal are few.” One would imagine
from reading this that the judge was the sole and final tribunal to
which the cesspayer could appeal ; whereas, as a matter of fact, it is
to a common jury, composed of persons belonging to his own class,
in all cases where issues of fact are to be tried.

It is worth noting that where the presentment traversed had its
initiation at Presentment Sessions (and in nine cases out of ten this
is so), the notice of intention to traverse must be given in the way
provided in the Act, within two days after the date of the Sessions
(except in the case of traverses to presentments for malicious injuries).
Here again the importance of the Presentment Sessions is recognized,
as in nearly every case it is #Zezr action, and not that of the Grand
Jury, which is challenged when a traverse is entered.
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In the paper to which allusion has been made Mr. O’Shaughnessy
further says:—* The farmers chosen by the Grand Jury, being
“generally little disposed to come a long distance from private
“pbusiness on the chance of success in a ballot which can only give
“a nominal part in the affairs of the barony, are slack in attendance,
“ywhile the Justices, usually men of leisure, assemble in numbers.”

This is by no means universally the case, as is shown by the

following table of attendances at the various Presentment Sessions
held in the County of Kerry previous to the Spring Assizes of
1887 (taken from the list of applications sent to the office of the Irish
Unionist Alliance for quite another purpose, some time since) :—
Magistrates. Cesspayers.
Clanmaurice Barony .. 6 6
Corkaguiny & . 3
North Dunkerron ,, I
South - ,,
Glanerough !

w 3

~3

Irraghticonnor  ,
Iveragh "

A »

Magonihy 5t
Trughenackeny .. 10 7

The duties of the Presentment Sessions and Grand Juries are fairly
and impartially discharged. In all Ireland there were only eleven
objections to presentments, other than for damage, made to the
Judges of Assize during the year 1890, while there must have been
several thousand presentments made. The cause of this is certainly
not the unsuitability of the tribunal to try them, but the absence of
any grievance.

It will be seen that every presentment for public works has to be con-
sidered and approved by two courts, viz., (1) the Presentment Sessions
and (2) the Grand Jury, and even then may be challenged and investi-
gated by a third. Itis impossible to rate too highly the security thus
afforded against jobbery and extravagance by the Irish system.

Of course other duties are discharged by the Grand Juries and
Presentment Sessions, to which reference will be made later on, but that
of the construction and maintenance of roads and bridges is by far
the most important, the amounts spent being in 1889 almost 50 per
cent. of the total expenditure.
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ENGLISH SYSTEM OF ROAD MAINTENANCE.

3. In England the system of road construction and maintenance 1s
totally different. It is only within the last thirty years that the county
authorities in England became involved in highway management at
all, and then only in a very indirect way. Previously to that, the
parish, which in Ireland does not exist for any civil purpose, was
the road authority, and the duty was cast upon the parish vestry of
maintaining the roads within their jurisdiction. In 1864 the Quarter
Sessions (or in other words the County Justices), was empowered to
group certain parishes into highway districts, and the highway
boards, which were formed under this system, succeeded to the powers
of the parish surveyor. But it would be a mistake to suppose that all
England was mapped out into highway districts. At the present
moment there are 362 highway boards acting for 7,129 parishes, 40
rural sanitary authorities exercising the powers of highway boards for
738 parishes ; while there are still 6,464 parishes each with their own
system of road maintenance and construction.

The unsatisfactory method of maintaining in uniform, or,
indeed, proper repair, the great roads between large centres
of population by, perhaps, some hundreds of separate authori-
ties, through whose jurisdiction portions of the road were carried,
led from time to time to the formation of commissioners under
various special acts, for the purpose of keeping these principal
highways in efficient condition. These commissioners were em-
powered to collect tolls, and in this way turnpike trusts were created.
There were thus, up to 1870, two authorities dealing with highways
in England, viz.—the various turnpike commissioners, maintaining
great arterial roads upon the one hand, and the various local
authorities, maintaining district roads, on the other. Up to this time
no county authority had any direct interference with road manage-
ment, but in 1870 an act was passed providing for the gradual
extinction of turnpike trusts, and investing the Quarter Sessions with
the care of the roads thus disturnpiked.

Parenthetically it may be interesting to observe that in this matter
also, Ireland was a long way ahead of England. Mainly through the
efforts of the Grand Juries, turnpikes were abolished in Ireland in
1857.

English disturnpiked roads were from 187c described as ‘main”
roads. From that time the Quarter Sessions, aided by a sub
38]
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stantial contribution from the Treasury, constructed and main-
tained main roads and bridges, the minor local authorities still
retaining the management of the districtroads. The Quarter Sessions
exercised this power for somewhat less than twenty years, when it was
handed over, by the Act of 1888, to the newly formed County
Councils.

The definition of a main road is now somewhat wider. It embraces
(1) Disturnpiked Roads.

(2) Other roads serving as a communication between great
towns. ’

(3) Roads leading to a railway station.

(4) Roads which, while not coming within the two latter
descriptions, taken literally, might in a general sense
be understood to communicate between important
points, or lead to a particular point where there was
a large amount of traffic.

)

All proposals to “main” roads must come from the district

authorities ; all proposals to “dismain” roads from the County Councils.
;ally ; Y

“ Main ” roads are now managed by the County Councils in almost
every imaginable sort of way. Some counties spend all the money
necessary for the maintenance of main roads directly, maintaining a
plant and staff for the purpose. Others contract with the various
local authorities, either for a fixed sum or for the actual outlay. Most
of the main roads in England are maintained upon the latter
plan, so that in practice, the highway boards, local boards, parish
surveyors, or sanitary authorities, as the case may be, maintain all the
roads within their respective jurisdictions, obtaining a refund for
main roads from the County Councils. The tendency is in the
direction of complete control by county authorities.

The amount spent directly by County Councils during the first
year of their existence on the maintenance, improvement, and repair
of main roads was £247,004, and the amount paid by them to various
local highway authorities for the same purpose was £913,247. Of
course no payment to any local authority is made by the County
Council for main roads, except upon the certificate of their surveyor.
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In East Suffolk, deputy surveyors, who are mostly farmers, or resi-
dent in the district, superintend the maintenance of portion of a road,
varying from five to ten miles in length, at a remuneration which must
not exceed £2 per mile, per annum. This system, which is an
approach to the Irish practice, is preferred to the alternative system,
also in vogue in some parts of the administrative county, of employ-
ing foremen under the direct supervision of the county surveyor. In
another division of Suffolk the Council contribute to the mainten-
ance of all roads, both main and district. The cost per mile of main
roads in England varies as much as from £1,175 per mile for main-
tenance, paid by the County of Surrey for portion of their roads, to
£18 per mile in more rural parts of the country. In the year 1888-89,
which is the last one for which the complete returns are available, the
expenditure on highways in the rural districts of England was
£2,167,797, of which the Quarter Sessions contributed £541,804,
towards the maintenance of main roads and bridges. It will be seen
from the figures quoted above that County Councils have largely in-
creased the expenditure upon main roads. According to an opinion
given by Mr. Alex. M‘Morran, who is one of the best authorities in
England on Local Government Law, it appears that County Councils
cannot take over the management, or, in other words, *“main” all the
roads in a county. The County Authority “must have regard,” to
quote the words of a communication from the Local Government
Board to the Gloucester County Council, “to the circumstances of
each particular road.”

This part of the subject has been dealt with at some length, because
not only in Ireland. but to a great extent in England, the expenses
of maintaining roads figure largely in the accounts of the Grand Juries
and County Councils.

SYSTEM OF ROAD MANAGEMENT IN SCOTLAND.

4. . Up to the year 1878 there was a multiplicity ofroad authorities
in Scotland. An effort was made in this year to evolve some sort of
order out of the existing chaos, and a comprehensive measure—the
Road and Bridges (Scotland) Act—was passed. Under its provisions
a county road board of thirty members was appointed, of which the
half, and in some cases two-thirds were ‘* Commissioners of Supply.”
The ¢ Commissioners of Supply ” have existed in Scotland for a very
long period, and have discharged a great variety of functions. They
may be briefly described as landlords or representatives of
90]
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landlords. The whole incidence of certain taxation fell upon them, until
the Local Government Act of 1889 divided it equally between the
owner and occupier, with certain exceptions that it is not necessary
to enter into here.  As has just been said the Commissioners of Supply
were one element which entered into the composition of the County
Road Trustees formed under the Act of 1878. The other element
was the representatives of the ratepayers of the various parishes and
burghs.

The powers of the County Road Trustees, formed in the way de-
scribed above, were transferred by the Local Government Act of 1889,
to County Councils, or rather to a Road Committee, not exceeding

thirty members, elected by the County Council at their first meetings.

Counties are divided by the Council into Districts, and District
Committees, formed of the Councillors for the electoral divisions
comprised in the district, together with one representative from each
parish and burgh comprised in it, form a local authority for the
management of the highways and other matters.

There is no distinction in Scotland as between ¢ Main” and
“ District ” roads.

The “Joint Committee ”—a body to which further reference will
be made—have important powers with reference to new works.

It will be seen from the foregoing summary of the way in which
highways have been managed in Treland as compared with England
and Scotland, that the systems possess no features in common, and that
to transplant systems evolved or partially evolved out of chaos within
the last twenty years to Ireland in substitution of a consistent and
uniform system, thoroughly reformed and re-organized as long ago
as 1836, which has worked well and stood the test of over half a
century, would be a retrograde step. On the ground of economy
the Irish system is acknowledged to be much superior.

OTHER COUNTY AFFAIRS.

5. Having dealt with the question of Road Management at some
length on account of its great importance it will be necessary to refer
more or less briefly to the other matters entrusted to the management
of the County Councils in England and Scotland, pointing out from
what authorities they have been transferred, and whether similar duties
are imposed upon any local authority in Ireland.
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The question of the police may at once be left out of consideration,
as Mr. Balfour has specifically stated that it is the intention of the
Government to maintain them as an Imperial force.

RATES.

6. With reference to the collection of rates, the English
system is radically different from that in force in Ireland. Here the
Grand Jury make and levy their own rates through the medium of
their barony constables or cess collectors. In England the County
Council after it has made an estimate of the amount required to carry
on its operations makes a rate at so much in the £ of the valuation,
and then having the rateable value of the various parishes before
it, fixes the total amount to be levied on each parish according
to the valuation. All the parishes comprised in a Union are grouped
together and a precept is sent to the clerk of the union stating that
the County Council require: a specified contribution from each
parish comprised in the particular Union to which it is addressed.
The union authorities in turn deal with the parishes, which is in their
unit of area, (corresponding to the poor law electoral divisions in this
country) adding to the amount required by the County Council the
amount necessary to carry on their own work. The precept is sent
in full to the overseers of each parish. Other bodies, such as the
sanitary authorities (which may in some cases be the Board of
Guardians over again), highway boards, parish surveyors, etc., all send
in their claims to the overseer, who makes a parochial rate sufficient
to meet all these demands.

The overseers are chosen at an annual vestry in a manner that it is
not necessary to describe here in detail, but they do not actually
collect the rates. This is done by assistant overseers, or, as they
would be called here, rate collectors. These officials are appointed,
paid, and liable to dismissal, not by the overseers, but by the Boards
of Guardians. When the collection is made the amount is paid by
the assistant overseer not to his employers, but to the overseers who
distribute the amounts to the various local authorities from whom
they have received warrants. Out of the amount remitted by the
overseers to the Boards of Guardians, the latter bodies remit the
quota required by the County Council to its Treasurer.

The power of revising the basis of the county rate was not
contained in the original bill, but was inserted in committee.
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It is scarcely necessary to say that in Ireland (with the exception
of a few instances in which urban authorities pay an ascertained
amount to Grand Juries) these bodies and the Board of Guardians
collect their own rates.

BORROWING.

7 . Borrowing money for County purposes, was a power exercised
in England, before the passing of the Local Government Act, by
the Quarter Sessions. In Ireland Presentment Sessions and Grand
Juries have power to borrow money, in certain cases, and
under certain limitations and restrictions. In some cases, such as
the erection of asylums, the advance is made by an order of
the Lord Lieutenant, and the Grand Jury have only the duty of
repaying the instalments.  No further loans can, however, be
effected by the County Council without the consent of the Local
Government Board in England (or the Secretary of State in Scotland)
who, before giving their consent will take into consideration any
representation made by any ratepayer or owner of property
rateable to county contributions. If the amount proposed to be
Lorrowed will raise the total debt of the County Council to over
one-tenth of the annual rateable value of the county, then a further
check is imposed, the money cannot be borrowed except in pursuance
of a provisional order of the Local Government Board confirmed by
Act of Parliament. The * Joint Committee” in Scotland have also
a check upon the action of County Councils with respect to borrowing.

ACCOUNTS,
8. The accounts of the County Councils in England and Scotland

are subject, like the accounts of the Grand Juries in Ireland, to a
Local Government Board audit.

COUNTY BUILDINGS.

Q. (a) Assize and other courts, judges’ lodgings, and county
property generally, previously to the passing of the Local Government
Act were under the control of the Quarter Sessions, and are now, both
in England and Scotland, under the control of the County Councils,
subject, as to the use of the necessary buildings, by the Quarter
Sessions and Justices. High Sheriffs have the custody in Ireland of
Assize and Quarter Sessions Courts, and appoint and can dismiss the
keepers of these buildings

r
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(6.) Policestations. This of course is part of the question of police.
and while the control of the police stations in England are now
transferred to the County Councils, they are not under the control of
any local authority in Ireland.

MUSIC AND RACLECOURSE LICENSES,

[0. The licensing of houses and places for music and dancing,
and the granting of licenses under the Racecourses Licensing Act of
1879, have been transferred to County Councils in England, No
licenses for any of these purposes are necessary in Ireland. As a matter
of fact, in England the Racecourses Licensing Act is only applicable
within a radius of ten miles from Charing Cross.

LUNATIC ASYLUMS.

f1. The construction, maintenance, and management of asylums for
pauper lunatics were duties hitherto exercised by the Quarter Sessions
in England and by a Committee mainly nominated by the Commiss-
ioners of Supply in Scotland. It is in respect of the erection of
Lunatic Asylums that the greater part of the debt of the County
Authorities in England has been created. In Ireland, since the year
1817, the lunatic asylums have been in the hands of special boards of
governors, appointed by the Lord Lieutenant, acting under the
general supervision of inspectors. When in the opinion of the
advisers of the Lord Lieutenant it becomes necessary to build an
asylum, the money for the purpose is advanced out of the Consoli-
dated Fund, repayable by the Grand Juries of the various counties
affected, in such instalments as the Treasury may fix. =~ Towards the
maintenance of the asylum, the Treasury contribute four shiilings per
week per patient. This comes on the average to about half the total
cost. The Grand Juries are bound to provide the remainder of the
necessary money. In 1889 the average cost of maintenance per
patient was 420 os. 1id., of which the Government contributed
A£10 6s. od. In England and Scotland there was also a Treasury
contribution to the Quarter Sessions and the Asylums Board for the
same purpose, but since the passing of the Acts of 1888 and 1889
the County Councils are bound to provide the amount out of the
proceeds of certain licenses transferred to them. In Ireland, the
Board of Governors control the admission and detention of patients.
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In England this power, hitherto exercised by the Comunttee of
visitors of the Quarter Sessions, is #of transferred to the Committee

of visitors appointed by the County Council.
REFORMATORIES AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS.

{2. The power to contribute to the maintenance and establish-
ment of Reformatory and Industrial Schools, hitherto exercised by
the Quarter Sessions is now transferred to County Councils. Similar
powers are vested in Grand Juries in Ireland.

LOCOMOTIVES.

|3. All the powers hitherto vested in Quarter Sessions in England,
under the Highways and Locomotives Act of 1878, have now passed
to the County Councils. ~As many of these powers in England
referred to the power of compelling Highway Authorities to repair the
roads there, this portion of the Act had no application to Ireland.
The power of granting licenses to owners of -locomotives is exercised
by the Grand Juries in Ireland.
COUNTY OFFICERS,

{4 . Sub-Sections IX, X., and XL, of Section 4 of the Local
Government Act transfer the powers hitherto exercised by Quarter
Sessions to County Councils in respect of salaries and fees allowed tc
inspectors of weights and measures, public analysts, and coroners,
and the appointment and removal of county officials other than the
clerks of the peace and clerks of the justices. However, special pro-
visions are inserted in the Act declaring that the Clerk of the Peace
shall also be Clerk of the County Council, and that he shall be
appointed from time to time by the standing ¢ Joint Committee,” con-
sisting of an equal number of members of the County Council and the
Quarter Sessions. This does not merely refer to the existing officers,
but, what is more important, it deals with all future appointments as
well.  With reference to the justices’ clerks, it is scarcely necessary to
burden this report with reference to them, as they have never come
under the control of the Grand Jury in Ireland. The mode of
remunerating them is entirely different from the system either now pre-
vailing in England or before the passing of the Act of 1888. With
reference to other officials, there are sections protecting officers who
were transferred from the Quarter Sessions to the new County Councils,
oroviding that they should hold their offices under the same tenure
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and conditions as it the Act had not been passed, and also providing
compensation for any officer whose office is abolished, or who has
suffered any diminution or loss of salary by the passing of the Act.
This clause is so far-reaching as to include the officers of highway
districts and parishes, whose duties in the maintenance of district roads
have been lessened in consequence of the tendency to main roads, so
that their immediate employers have reduced their emoluments.  Of
course officers so affected who are not satisfied with the amount of
compensation proposed to be awarded by the County Councils can
appeal to a department of the State to arbitrate upon the matter.

POLLING DISTRICTS.

[5. The division of the county into polling districts for election
purposes is a power which has been transferred, in England, from
the Quarter Sessions to the County Councils. This power is
exercised in Ireland by the Lord Lieutenant, assisted by the county
justices at Quarter Sessions.

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ANIMALS, DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS, WEIGHTS AND
MEASURES, ETC.

f6. The execution as Local Authority of Acts relating to (@) Con-
tagious Diseases of Animals, (#) Destructive Insects, (¢) Fish Con-
servancy, (4) Wild Birds, (¢) Weights and Measures, (1) Gas Meters,
and (g) Local Stamp Act of 1869, were all exercised before the pass-
ing of the Act of 1888 by the Quarter Sessions in England, and have
been transferred to the County Councils.

(a) In Ireland the Acts relating to Contagious Diseases of Animals,
and

() Destructive Insects, are administered by the Boards of Guar-
dians.

(¢) The County Councils in England have power to nominate cer-
tain members upon boards of conservancies for fishery districts.
The question of local authorities in Ireland being entitled as such
to seats upon boards of conservancies is not an unimportant one,
from the point of view of affording proper protection to the owners
of fisheries.
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(d) The provisions of the Act with reference to Wild Birds, relates
to the power of Justices to petition a Secretary of State with reference
to varying the close time.

(¢) The provisions of the Acts of Parliament dealing with weights
and measures, as far as they relate to the action of local authorities,
are administered by Grand Juries in Ireland. In Ireland (except
in Dublin) the Constabulary are the custodians ot the standards.

(f) The inspections of gas meters by county authorities are only
adoptive.

(g) The provisions of the Local Stamp Act do not affect county
authorities in Ireland.

MALICIOUS INJURY BY RIOTOUS ASSEMBLY.

17 . The powers of compensation for malicious injuries by riotous
assemblies were placed in the hands of Grand Juries by the Act of
1853, and is analogous to the powers transferred in England from
Quarter Sessions to County Councils.  Of course this class of injury
differs widely from, and is not to be confounded with, that provided
for in our Grand Jury Act of 1836. It is, however, very important to
note that in the case of the Metropolitan Police District of England,
the power of awarding compensation under the English Act is 7o?
handed over to the County Councils.

REGISTRATION OF RULES OF SOCIETIES.

I8. Theregistration of rules of various societies, and the recording
of places of religious worship, are either matters which have no appli-
cation in Ireland, or are not of any great practical importance.

This concludes the list of powers transferred by the Local Govern-
ment Act from the control of the Quarter Sessions to County
Councils. The powers dealt with below were transferred from other
authorities.
CORONERS.

[9. The appointment of coroners is now placed in the hands
of the County Councils. In Ireland, speaking generally, the coroners
are appointed, as they were in England, by the parliamentary electors
of the district for which they act.
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THEATRES.

20. The licensing of theatres was hitherto exercised by the Lora
Chamberlain in London, and by the justices in the country; these
powers are now transferred to the County Councils. In Ireland it is

exercised by the Attorney-General.
POLLUTION OF RIVERS.

2. The powers of sanitary authorities in England, with reference
to the pollution of rivers, is also transferred to County Councils. In
Ireland the provisions of this Act are administered by Boards of

Guardians, acting as a sanitary authority.
PARLIAMENTARY ACTION.

29 Power is also given, by the Act of 1888, to enable County
Councils, with the approval of the Local Government Board, to
oppose bills in Parliament, but they have no power to take any steps

or incur any expense in promoting bills.
MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH.

23, County Councils in England have also power to appoint
and pay a medical officer of health, whose duty it will be to see that
the Public Health Act of 1875 is properly put in force by the various
sanitary authorities. In case of default the County Council have the
right to direct the attention of the Local Government Board to the
matter, but apparently have no power of any further direct interfer-
ence. No other power under the Public Health Act is transferred
from any local authority to the County Council, although in several

matters they have relations with them.

ALTERATION OF BOUNDARIES.

24 . Another important duty cast upon the County Council is
the initiation of any change in the boundaries of areas of Local
Government, of any electoral divisions, of the number of divisions,
and other matters of a similar kind.

As has been already stated they have only the power of representation
to the Local Government Board, and even this department has only the
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power, if it sees fit, to make a provisional order, subject to the final
sanction of Parliament. The Local Government Board have powers
upon the representation of County Councils to deal with such matters

as the conversion of a rural into an urban district, or zice versa.

This completes the list of powers transferred to County Councils
from other bodies.

HISTORY OF THE IOTH SECTION.

25 . The 1oth section of the English Act enables the Local
Government Board to make a provisional order transferring certain
departmental powers to County Councils. Under the provisions of this
section, the Local Government Board made a provisional order, trans-
ferring a number ‘of powers, hitherto exercised by various depart-
ments, amongst which were certain powers of the Secretary of State
with reference to parochial grants, and the power of abolishing or
fixing days for holding fairs, powers of the Board of Trade to make
provisional orders with reference to the construction of piers, quays,
waterworks ; licensing of provisional orders under the Electric
Lighting Act; ofthe adoption by parishes of the Baths and Wash-
houses Act, and certain powers under the Public Health and other
Acts.

When this provisional order came to be confirmed by Act of Parlia-
ment, it met with strenuous opposition on the part of persons
interested in the construction of tramways and of the representatives
of what are known as non-county boroughs, and the result was that
the provisional order dropped.

The other local authorities affected by the Act seem in every case to
have preferred to remain under the control of the central departments,
and to have been completely opposed to the idea of decentralization.

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION.
D6, An Act passed in 1889 conferred on County Councils in Eng-
land, and urban or rural sanitary authorities in Ireland, the power to
devote certain funds to the promotion of technical instruction. Under
the provisions of the Act, dairy, cookery, and other schools have been
established in various parts of England.
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SUMMARY OF POWERS OF ENGLISH COUNTY COUNCILS.
D7 . The following is a summary of the powers exercised by County
Councils in England, arranged so as to show the authority, if any,
under which similar powers are exercised in Ireland :—

ADMINISTERED IN IRELAND BY GRAND JURIES.

(i.) Roads and bridges (only exercised by County Councils
with respect to main roads.)

(ii.) Assessment and collection of taxes (the county rates in
England are not collected directly by the county authority).

(iii.) Borrowing of money (also exercised in Ireland by other
local authorities).

(iv.) Assize and other courts, and county buildings generally,
The High Sheriff is the partial custodian of the Assize
and Quarter Session courts.

(v.) Contributions to the erection and maintenance of reforma-
tory schools.

(vi.) Certain powers under the Liocomotives Act.

(vil.) Administration (partial) of Weights and Measures Act.

(viii.) Appointment of Public Analysts.

(ix.) Payment of Coroners (according tc fixed scale).

(x.) Appointment and removal of county officials, (see
exception with reference to Clerk of the Peace who in
Ireland is appointed nominally by the Lord Lieutenant,
and in England will in future be appointed by the Joint
Committee of the Quarter Sessions and the County
Council), subject to compensation for loss of fees or dimi-

S

nution of income.

(xi.) Provisions dealing with the publication of the list of
Parliamentary electors.

(xii.) Compensation for malicious injuries caused by riotous
assemblies (NoT transferred in Metropolitan Police
District to County Council).

ADMINISTERED IN IRELAND BY BOARDS OF GUARDIANS.

(xiii.) Administration of Acts relating to Contagious Diseases
of Animals.

(xiv.) Administration of Acts relating to Destructive Insects.

(xv.) Administration of Acts relating to Pollution of Rivers.
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(xvi.) Administration of Acts relating to Technical Education
(conferred in 1889).

IN IRELAND UNDER IMPERIAL CONTROL.

(xvii.) Police Stations.
ADMINISTERED IN IRELAND BY THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL.
(xviil.) Licensing of Theatres.

ADMINISTERED IN IRELAND BY SPECIAL BOARDS.
(xix.) The management of Asylums.
(xx.) Fish Conservancy.
(xxi.) Revision of Parliamentary Polling Districts.
IN IRELAND STILL APPOINTED BY AN ELECTION 40 HOC.

(xxii.) Coroners.

MATTERS WHICH DO NOT

ARISE IN TRELAND.
(xxiii.) Licenses for Music and Dancing.

(xxiv.) Licenses for Racecourses.

(xxv.) Appointment of Medical Officer of Health.
MATTERS ADMINISTERED BY GRAND JURIES WHICH DO NOT ARISE IN
ENGLAND.

28. The following matters administered in Ireland by Grand
Juries, have either no application in England or are discharged by

other bodies than the County Council.
y

(i.) Compensation for malicious injuries other than by riotous

assemblies.

(ii.) Several important Acts relating to the construction of
Tramways and Light Railways. The first of these Acts
passed in 1860, provided that instead of having to apply

to Parliament for an Act to construct a Tramway, a
presentment might be obtained from the Grand Jury,
needing only confirmation by the Lord Lieutenant in

Council.

(iii.) A further step was taken in 1881, empowering Grand Juries
to regulate the speed up to ten miles an hour.

(iv.) The most important Act, however, was that passed 1883,
known as the Tramway Guarantee Act, by which Grand
[1or
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Juries were empowered to give a guarantee, in perpetuity,
chargeable upon a barony or portion of ome, that divi-
dends would be paid upon paid up capital of a Tramway
or Railway, not exceeding five per cent. Under this Act
172 miles of Tramways or Light Railways have been
constructed and opened for traffic, the amount guaranteed
being £720,000. Sixty-one miles are in process of
construction under baronial guarantees, to the amount of
dividends upon 246,000 of capital. The Government
contribute two per cent. to the guarantee thus reducing
the amount contributed by the county authorities from
£28,080 in 1880-90 to £16,345.

(v.) Other duties were imposed upon the Grand Juries by the
Light Railways Act of 1889. Under this Act Grand
Juries have approved of projects aggregating to 247 miles
of Light Railways, principally in Donegal, Mayo, Galway,
and Kerry,

The foregoing statement contains a summary of the principal
duties imposed upon County Councils in England (and generally
speaking in Scotland) and points out under what local authority
similar duties are now discharged in Ireland. There remain one or
two other matters to which it may be useful to draw attention.

¢ STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES.”

D29 . One of the most important provisions contained in the
English and Scotch Acts is that by which a “Standing Joint Com-
mittee ” is appointed for certain purposes.

The Standing Joint Committee in England consists of an equal
number of members nominated by the Quarter Sessions and the
County Council. In some cases twelve members are returned from each
body to form the Joint Committees, in others it is composed of the
whole Council with an equal number of Magistrates. The following
matters are controlled by the Joint Committee in England :—

(i.) The Police.

(ii.) Appointment of future Clerks of the Peace (who are also to

be Clerks to the County Councils).

(iti.) Fixing their remuneration.

(iv.) Fixing fees to be taken by Justices’ Clerks, (subject to
confirmation of Secretary of State).
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(v.) Providing accommodation for Quarter Sessions, or Justices
out of Session.

(vi.) Use by Justices or Police of Buildings or premises.

In Scotland the Standing Committee is composed of an equal
number (not exceeding seven) of the Commissioners of Supply (which
are continued for the purpose of this election), and of the County
Council, with the Sheriff—who is in Scotland a judicial personage,
said to correspond to the County Court Judge in Ireland—
as an ex officio member. The powers of this “Standing Joint Com-
mittee ” are as follows :—

(i.) They are the Police Committee under the Police Act of
1857.

(ii.) No money can be borrowed by County Councils without
their consent.

(iii.) No work involving the erection, rebuilding or enlargement of
buildings, the construction, reconstruction or widening of
roads and bridges, the construction or extension of
drainage or water supply works, or the acquisition of land
for any of these purposes, can be undertaken without the
consent in writing of the Joint Committee.

ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTIES.

30. Every County in England forms an “administrative County ”
with certain exceptions, namely Yorkshire and Lincolnshire which
are each divided into three, and Suffolk, Sussex, Cambridge and
Northampton which are each divided into two. Certain Counties of
Scotland on the other hand are united to form an administrative area.
Of course the whole area of a County is not always an area of Local
Government. Counties may contain the whole or portion of a
borough which is an administrative County initself. County Boroughs
are generally speaking all boroughs having a population of over
50,000 or Counties of Cities or Towns having a population of 20,000.
‘The following places in Ireland have a population of over 50,000 :—

Dublin.
Belfast.
Cork.
The following places have a population of between 20,000 and

50,000 :—

Pembroke

Rathmines and Rathgar
o
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Limerick
Waterford
Londonderry.

3l; Each County in England and Scotland is diviaed inw
Electoral Districts, and one Councillor is elected by each district.
The Local Government Board in England and the Secretary of State
in Scotland determine the number of Councillors to be comprised in
each County Council,and the Quarter Sessions in England and a Boun-
dary Commission in Scotland determine the areas of the electoral
divisions. In England, at the first meeting of the Council, a number
of aldermen (equal to one-third of the entire number of councillors),
were appointed by the newly-elected councillors. There are no
aldermen in Scotland but certain persons—namely, the Lord
Lieutenant of the County, the Convenor of the County, Chairman of
the Road Trustees, and Chairman of the County under the Con-
tagious Diseases (Animals) Act, are ex officzo Councillors for the first
two years.

The elections in England are triennial, in Scotland biennial.

THE COUNTY COUNCIL FRANCHISE.

32, The Franchise of the County Council in England is practi-
cally an extension of the qualifications contained in the Burgess
Act of 1882. Broadly it may be said to be for all practical pur-
poses the Parliamentary Franchise. Lodgers cannot be county
electors, nor persons claiming under the Service Franchise. On the
other hand, peers and women disqualified, by reason of their position
or their sex from being Parliamentary voters, are entitled to vote in
County Council Elections.

In Scotland all persons on the Parliamentary Register, except those
exempt from, or who do not pay county rate, are entitled to vote in
County Council Elections. Peers and women are also qualified in
addition as in England.

Throughout all Ireland, with the exception of a few counties con-
taining an urban population, the present Parliamentary rolls do not
contain the name of any person entitled to vote as a lodger, or in
respect to the Service Franchise, and on the other hand, the number
of peers and women to be added to the list would not be so great as
to produce any appreciable effect in an election.

QUALIFICATION OF CDUNCILLOR.

33. Speaking generally, every person entitled to elect a County

Councillor is qualified to become a candidate.
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Clergymen who were disqualified to serve on Town Councils are

qualified to be candidates for seats at the County Councils.
INCIDENCE OF TAXATION.

34. This is a matter immediately connected with the question
of the franchise. When it is stated that County Councils in England
are elected upon a wide and popular franchise, not merely is it for-
gotten that in the composition of the Councils a totally different result
would be arrived at, but that the incidence of local taxation is also
widely different. In England the whole Poor Rate, as well as all
the County Rates, fall upon the occupier. In Ireland the landlord is
bound to pay half the Poor-Rate upon a holding valued at upwards of
£4, and the whole of the Poor-Rate on holdings valued at that sum
and under, unless the occupier has other holdings in the same Union
which bring the aggregate of his holdings to a valuation exceeding
£4.

Asregards the County Cess, it appears to be for the most part primarily
paid by the occupier, and in this way the landlords, of course, pay the
whole County Cess on all lands and buildings in their own occupation,
which represents a considerable proportion of the total County Cess.
Moreover, under the Act of 1881 the landlord must allow half the
County Cess in all agricultural or pastoral tenancies created since
the passing of that Act (unless the tenant’s holding or holdings
represent a valuation of 4150 or upwards); and he is also primarily
liable for the whole of the County Cess since 1881, in all new
agricultural or pastoral tenancies valued at or under £ 4.

NUMBER AND VALUATION OF HOLDINGS IN IRELAND.

35. The following table (taken from a Parliamentary Return
issued during the past Session) gives the number and valuation of
agricultural holdings in Ireland. It will be useful as furnishing an
idea of the relative proportion of small and large holdings.

No. of Aggregate

Holdings. Valuation.

£4 and under 151,001 £326,902
Over 4 o sSmALs 232,084 1,958,895
Soite ISR IR o + 30 88,361 1,871,204
3ot MERR 0k kyyian iy 407 MIBO 38,731 1,497,459
w 50 ” 150 34,497 2,709,394
5 ({e il ¥ 200 3,051 26,834
200 3:724 1,185,805

Total, 552,349 410,136,493

This return does not give the number of town holdings, which

would largely increase the proportion under £ 4 valuation
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IRISH POOR-LAW ADMINISTRATION.

36. In dealing with Liocal Government in Ireland it is absolutely
necessary to refer to the manner in which local affairs have been ad-
ministered by Boards of Guardians in Ireland. It was not for a con-
siderable time after the creation of the Poor-Law system that powers
were given to the Local Government Board for the dissolution of
Boards of Guardians, and the substitution of paid vice-guardians m
their place, The circumstances under which this power was given
arose in the famine years. It was found that many Boards of Guar-
dians were not so much unwilling, as apparently unable, to cope with the
enormous difficulties which suddenly presented themselves, and the
Act to which allusion has been made was passed to enable the Local
Government Board to deal with the crisis.

During the famine visitation it was found necessary to resort to
the provisions of this Act in thirty three different cases. When the
crisis was over only two cases arose, until quite recently. Within
the past ten years it has been found necessary to suspend ten boards.

(i.) In 1882, the Carrick-on-Suir Board of Guardians repeatedly
adjourned without transacting the ordinary business of
the Union. The nature of the business remaining un-
touched was matters arising out of the Contagious Diseases
of Animals Act, the adoption of a rate, the disposal of
the reports of several sanitary officers, and the signing of
cheques for the purpose of out-door relief. The funds
for this purpose had to be advanced by the Clerk of the
Union out of his own resources.

(ii.) In 1886 the Board of Guardians of the New Ross Union
established a “Ward of Honour” for certain families
evicted from town holdings. Their conduct was
repeatedly objected to by the Local Government
Board but the Guardians defied that authority and
expressed their determination not to conduct the institu-
tion placed under their care under the general orders
relating to the management of Workhouses. The result
was the dissolution of the Board on the 14th December,
1886.

(iii.) In October, 1887, the Guardians of the Belmullet Union
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had failed to make any provision for the food necessary
to support the inmates. A special meeting summoned at
the instance of the Local Government Board for the
express purpose of considering tenders for the supply of
those necessaries, adjourned without making any provision
for the poor committed to their charge, and as a matter
of fact on that day the supply of food on hands was only
sufficient to provide for one meal. The Local Govern-
ment Board threatened that a continuation of this scandal
would result in the dissolution of the Union, but the
warning was of no avail and the Board had eventually to
be dissolved.

(iv.) Scarcely less scandalous was the condition of things in the
Swineford Union. In February, 1888, the contractors for
the supplies to the Workhouse threatened that unless
they were paid they would stop them. At this time the
Guardians were in debt to the extent of nearly £6,000,
and in consequence of this state of matters the Board was
dissolved.

(v.) In May of the same year the Board of Guardians of Ballina-
sloe Union was dissolved, because the members of the
Board engaged in a series of disputes which culmina-
ted in acts of violence on the part of the Guardians to
each other, to the complete neglect, it is hardly necessary
to say, of the ordinary and proper business of the Union.

(vi.) The Athy Union in the same year issued a cheque for the
amount of surcharges made by the Local Government
Auditor against one of their body who had signed cheques
for illegal out-door relief. Persisting in this misappropria-
tion of the funds of the Union the Board was dissolved by
sealed order.

(vi.) In the same year the Dungarvan Board of Guardians
accepted a tender for the supply of bread at sid. per
4 1b. loaf, from a Mr. Casey, although they had before
them another tender from a Mrs. Armstrong at 43d.
In the letter enclosing the order dissolving the Board,
the Local Government Board stated that Mrs. Armstrong
had invariably ~arried out her contracts to the satisfaction
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of the Guardians and their Medical Officer, and that
upon frequent occasions the bread supplied by Mr. Casey,
whose tender had been accepted, was either insufficiently
baked or unfit for food.

(viii.) In the same year the Ballyvaghan Board of Guardians
were dissolved under the following circumstances. In
the month of February, 1888, they were in debt to the
amount of nearly /1,600, their only assets being out-
standing rates to the amount of £225. Under these
circumstances there was naturally great difficulty in
procuring supplies for the workhouse inmates. The
clerk’s estimate showed that over /2,100 would be
required to carry on the work of the Union, but the
Guardians reduced the rate to £1,550, a sum which they
were perfectly well aware was totally inadequate.
Frequently during the previous half year the Guardians
cheques were dishonoured, and on the 27th September.
an auditor had to report that the collection of rates was
not closed, that several Guardians had not paid their own
rates, and that many of the officers were owed as much
as half a year’s salary. In October the guardians again
declined to make a rate for the amount necessary to
carry on their business, and when the Local Government
Board remonstrated with them upon these extraordinary
proceedings, they simply marked the letter * read.”

(ix.) A similar state of things was found to exist in the Portumna
Unionin1889. The Union treasurer in that year refused to
honour the cheques of the guardians ; a year’s salary was
due to the chaplains of the workhouses and the Sisters of
Charity in the hospitals, and half-a-year’s salary to all the
other officers of the Union. No one would contract for
straw, and the turf contractor, not being paid, stopped the
supply, which had to be bought from anyone who brought
in fuel, and was willing to wait upon the convenience of
the guardians for payment. The children were almost in
rags, mostly their own clothes.  Only one person tendered
for the supply of clothing and bedding. The guardians
were in debt to such an extent that all their outstanding
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rates would have been only sufficient to discharge their
liabilities, and would have left no funds for carrying on
the business of the Union. The Vice-Guardians appointed
by the Local Government Board speedily rectified this
disgraceful condition of things.

(x.) In the sae year the Cork Board of Guardians insisted upon
discussing political topics before the transaction of the
ordinary business of the board, Dr. Tanner, M.P., being
one of the principal offenders.  This conduct was repeated
again and again in utter disregard of the warnings of the
Iocal Government Board, until finally that body stated
they were compelled to abandon all hope that the manage-
ment of the affairs of the Cork Union would be carried
on with any regularity and in accordance with the law,
and suspended the Board. ~ When the Vice-Guar-
dians took charge of the Union on the 26th January,
1890, cheques to the amount of £6,329 17s. od. had
been issued and dishonoured, while the balance against
the Union on foot of the treasurer's account was
£2,216 7s. 1d.  There was also owing to contractors a
sum of /2,500, for which cheques had not been issued.
In less than two months the Vice-Guardians had lodged
to the credit of the Union no less than 418,378, more
than enough to clear off all liabilities, and during their
year of office they reduced the rates by zo per cent. It
is important to observe that this was not a small obscure
Union in some out-of-the-way part of the country. It
embraced within its area the third city in Ireland, and
there are actually twenty Irish counties, none of which
have a total valuation equal to that of the Cork Union.

These cases in which Boards of Guardians have been suspended
are, of course, only a fraction of those in which serious abuses have
occurred.

ADMINISTRATION OF THE LABOURERS' ACTS BY BOARDS OF GUARDIANS.

37 . Nor less instructive is an examination of the proceedings of
several Boards of Guardians, with reference to the administration of
the Labourers’ Acts of 1883 and 1885.

The scope of these Acts may be roughly stated in a few words.
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Upon the representation of twelve ratepayers the Board of
Guardians of any Union may entertain a scheme for the construction
or repair of cottages suitable for agricultural labourers. The Guar-
dians, if they entertain the proposal favourably, prepare a draft of
the scheme, by which they propose to erect cottages, showing the
cost, site, and other particulars of the proposed structures. This
scheme is forwarded to the Local Government Board, who examine
into the matter. Certain parties have the right to oppose the scheme,
amongst others, those on whose lands it is proposed to erect the
cottages. The Liocal Government Board, after due inquiry by one of
their inspectors, have power to approve, disapprove or vary the
scheme. There is a still further appeal from the Local Government
Board to the Lord Lieutenant in Council. This appeal was given
under the Act of 1885. Previously to that the only appeal was to
Parliament, when the matter came forward in the nature of a proposal
to confirm the Provisional Orders made by the Local Government
Board.

It would be utterly impossible within the limits of this Report, to
give in detail even the barest particulars of the cases that were brought
before the Privy Council, by persons objecting to schemes made by
Boards of Guardians under the Act.

There were in all 227 petitions lodged for hearing before the Privy
Council up to zoth March, 1889, the date to which the last Parlia-
mentary Report is brought. In 31 of these the Provisional Orders
of the Local Government Board were confirmed, and in 196 they were
rejected, varied or withdrawn.

In one case the Kilmallock Board of Guardians attempted to
place a cottage upon an evicted farm which was strictly boy-
cotted, with the view of letting it to the evicted tenant, the
Guardian who selected the site being the Secretary of the local
branch of the National League. In another case the Tullamore
Board of Guardians proposed to place two cottages upon a farm of
40 acres in extent upon which there were five other cottages already
erected, the only offence of the unfortunate victim of this proposal ap-
parently being, that he had held aloof from the National League. The
Nenagh Board of Guardians prepared a scheme by which, amongst
other things, they proposed to erect a cottage upon a farm belonging
to a Mr. J. Bayly, and place in it as tenant a man who had been
110
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convicted by that gentleman for poaching. They also proposed to
place three cottages, like so many forts, upon the lands of a Mr.
White, one behind and one before his gate lodge, and another at his
back entrance. In the case of a Mr. King they proposed to erect a
cottage opposite his hall-door. They also proposed to erect five
cottages upon a farm of 4o acres belonging to Miss Anna Bolton,
from which she had been compelled to evict a tenant for non-payment
of rent, and upon which there were two cottages already, the
« agricultural labourers” which occupied them being a hackney car
driver, and a tenant of the Chairman of the Board of Guardians.
While they proposed to place seven cottages upon Miss Bolton’s farm
of 40 acres, it was not proposed to erect a single cottage upon the
remainder of her property in the occupation of tenants.
The Board of Guardians of Newcastle ~West, in the County
Limerick, endeavoured to place three cottages upon the farm
of a man who had been subjected to a great deal of per-
secution, because he did not vote for a certain candidate as Poor Law
Guardian, although he had actually in the course of erection, with
the concurrence of the Poor Law Guardians, a similar number of
cottages of his own. In a case where it was proposed to erect
four cottages on the holding of a farmer in the Oldcastle Union, the
objector gave evidence to the effect that he was the subject
of an outrage in 1881, that the bullet was then (1887) still
in his knee, that the farm upon which it was proposed to erect the
cottages was all laid down in grass, and, finally, that it had been
proposed to exempt him from having these cottages thrust upon him
if he would subscribe £3 to a “certain fund.” In another case in
Ballinasloe Union, a Mr. Parker had been for fifteen years a Poor-Law
Guardian, and was turned out by the Nationalist party. Meetings had
been held with reference to him, and resolutions passed against him,
and although the Poor-Law Inspector reported that the repair of a
cottage already existing would be quite sufficient, three of the guar-
dians, accompanied by a mob, proceeded to Mr. Parker’s farm, and
selected a site for a new cottage. In another case it was proposed to
erect a number of cottages on the estate of Captain Cosby, in the
Queen’s County, although that gentleman had himself erected 70
cottages in the neighbourhood suitable for labourers, for which he had
been awarded prizes by the Royal Agricultural Society. There was
g0 little necessity for any additional cottages that eleven of those
[xrt
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already existing were vacant for want of tenants. Itwas only when the
Plan of Campaign had been put in force on Lord Lansdowne’s estate,
and when, as a consequence, fewer labourers were wanted, that it
occurred to the local Board of Guardians to erect a number of cottages
on Lord Lansdowne’s property. In another case it was proposed to
erect a cottage on the property of Mr. Rochfort Boyd, for a man who
had been in his employment for several years, but who one day left
the horses he had been ploughing with standing in the field
(where they were found at night), and went off, never returning
to Mr. Boyd’s employment. The Croom Guardians proposed
to place a cottage close to the back entrance gate of a gentle-
man who was boycotted, for the reception of a person that was ob-
noxious to him. The same guardians also proposed to erect a cottage
for one of the leading spirits of the local National League, upon the
farm of a man who had abstained from joining that organization.
In a district in the south-east of Cork, where it was pro-
posed to erect eight cottages, not a single site was chosen upon farms
belonging to members of the National League, but, on the contrary,
the selected sites were, curiously enough, all upon farms belonging to
persons who had voted for the election of a Poor-Law Guardian who
was opposed to that organization. In another case it was proposed
to erect four cottages upon the farm of a man who was under police
protection, the persons selected to occupy the cottages being those
who were evicted some time previously.

Cases like these might be multiplied over and over again, but it
may be worth while, before closing this portion of the Report, to
mention the case of Mr. Michael Kelly, of the Co. Limerick. Mr. Kelly
acted as agent for his brother, and in 1885 refused to reduce the judi-
cial rents of three or four tenants. Shortly afterwards four of his
cattle were driven away, and were not recovered for months; one
hundred tons of his hay was burned ; his herd refused to remain any
longer in his employment. Early in 1886 an attempt was made to
assassinate Mr. Kelly, and at the time of the Privy Council
inquiry, in 1887, some of the slugs were still in his body.
He identified a man as Lis would-be assassin, but a Cork jury acquit-
ted him. A man named Vaughan, who worked for him, was attacked
and beaten, and his skull fractured in three places. At the inquiry
a speech delivered by Mr. Finucane, M.P., at the local National
League meeting, was read, in which he stated that the herdsman who
112]
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had left his employment received a weekly wage for doing so, and
that ne had been promised the first labourer’s cottage erected in the
district.

FINANCIAL CONDITION OF IRISH UNIONS.

38. According to a return moved for by Mr. Russell in the year
1888, it appeared that on the 29th of September, 1887, in the follow-
ing Unions (50 out of 162) the total assets, mainly consisting of out-
standing rates, was less than their liabilities (not counting amongst
the latter any capital sum due beyond the current instalment payable
and interest).

Union. Total Liabilities. Total Assets
Lurgan £838 £603
Cavan 1,344 3,230
Glenties 697 624
Banbridge 1,162 725
Downpatrick 1,034 528
Kilkeel 492 212
Newtownards 514 439
Omagh 1,443 840
Ballyvaughan 2,650 1,579
Scariff 2,883 2,085
Fermoy 1,322 1,158
Macroom 2,341 761
Mallow 1,217 851
Youghal 938 658
Dingle 1,993 494
Kenmare 1,246 984
Rathkeale 1,244 1,099
Borrisokane 483 299
Clogheen 2,063 676
Dungarvan 2,120 1,240
Kilmacthomas 2,018 742
Lismore 2,951 1,127
Athy Y7207 1,116
Celbridge 545 381
Thomastown 1,212 714
Urlingford 831 553
Ardee 1,545 753
Drogheda 6,249 4,464
Dundalk 1,041 514
Navan 2,023 1,899
Trim . 2,521 1,444
Delvin 1,835 740
Gorey 888 619
Clifden 6,146 1,356
Glennamaddy 1,135 508

Gort 1,255 7




Union.

Loughrea
Oughterard
Portumna
Tuam
Manorhamilton
Mohill
Belmullet
Castlebar
Killala
Swineford
Westport
Boyle
Castlerea
Tobercurry
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Total Liabilities.

£1,700
4,719
1,240
1,915
1,456
1,036
2,602
700
1,167
5,923
5,212
1,379
886
1,421

Total Assets

£ 1,100
1,593
1,164

888
318
465
1,354
624
1,089
3,252
1,784
1,044
605
515

COLLECTION OF RATES BY POOR LAW AUTHORITIES.

39, The question of rate collection is a matter of much more
importance than might at first sight appear, as the consequences of a
slovenly or corrupt discharge of these duties has the effect of unduly

increasing the taxation of the larger ratepayers.

The following table

shows by Provinces the total amount of rates and arrears to be
collected on the zgth September, 1887.

Total Rates

Province and Arrears
Ulster A219,157
Leinster ... 375978
Munster 403,133
Connaught ..- 129,702

e Percentage
Rates Due Uncollected.
£22,008 10
73,490 19°5
150,797 37
25,282 19°5

COMPARISON OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES AND UNIONS BY PROVINCES.

4.0, The following table shows by Provinces the total Assets and
Liabilities of Poor Law Unions, on the 2gth September, 1887.

Assets.
Ulster £ 55,464
Leinster 111,630
Munster 185,097
Connaught ... 35,754

Proportion per cent.

Liabilities. of Liabilities to
Assets.
£r4,534 26
44,737 39
97,006 52
47,813 133

PROBABLE RESULT OF APPLICATION OF FRANCHISE OF ENGLISH ACT
4|, In this report an attempt has been made to point
out the radical difference that exists between Great Britain and
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Ireland in respect of the matters administered by County Authori-
ties and of the system of management. This difference has
existed for centuries. The parochial system of road manage-
ment, which £ems to be gradually doomed to extinction, was tried
in this country for a short time in the reign of James I., but proved a
total failure. These are all considerations of the very greatest im-
portance, bu¢ they occupy a secondary place when one comes to
consider the probable composition of Irish County Councils as com-
pared with the bodies recently established in England and Scotland.

The Acts relating to these countries were in theory and appearance
of the most sweeping character. But in their practical outcome they
were not so. In 15 counties of England which have been selected in a
purely haphazard way (taking one under each letter of the alphabet),
out of 1,152 members constituting the County Councils, 493 or
nearly 43 per cent. are members of the Quarter Sessions. Probably
the same thing is true of Scotland. The most remarkable feature of
the figures given below is that the newly formed body of Councillors,
consisting in a large proportion of gentlemen who did not belong to
the Quarter Sessions, not merely had so little hostility to this body
but felt the value and necessity of their co-operation to such an extent,
that out of the 288 aldermen belonging to the counties referred to
176 or 61 per cent. are members of the Quarter Sessions. The follow-
ing is a table showing the result of the County Elections from this
point of view in the following English Counties :—

Magistrates and Members
ot Quarter Sessions.

Berkshire 17 Aldermen 12
Do. 51 Councillors 23
Cambridgeshire 16 Aldermen 4
Do. 48 Councillors 4
Derbyshire 20 Aldermen 17
Do. 60 Councillors 29
Essex 21 Aldermen 18
Do. 63 Councillors 20
Gloucestershire 20 Aldermen 12
Do. 60 Councillors 33
Hampshire 25 Aldermen 19
Do. 75 Councillors 27
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Magistrates and Members
of Quarter Sessions.

Kent 24 Aldermen 14
Do. 72 Councillors 20
Lancaster 34 Aldermen 23
Do. 102 Councillors H
Middlesex 18 Aldermen 13
Do. 54 Councillors 14

Norfolk 19 Aldermen
Do. 57 Councillors 27
Oxford 15 Aldermen 7
Do. 45 Councillors 16
Rutland 7 Aldermen 3
Do. 21 Councillors 4
Shropshire 17 Aldermen )
Do. 51 Councillors 19
Warwick 18 Aldermen 9
Do. 54 Councillors 21
York (East Riding) 17 Aldermen 9
Do. 51 Councillors 15
1,152 493

SOME PROBABLE DANGERS.

4.2_ It may be well to point out a few of the dangers that would
ensue from the establishment of popularly elected County Boards in

Ireland.

(i.) Broadly stated the effect of the English Act was to bring
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about a partial change in the composition of the personnel
of the county authorities. What would be the result in
Ireland under a Franchise similiar to that which exists in
England? The most sanguine view that can be taken
is thatin probably not more than six counties of Ireland
would any appreciable number of those who have
hitherto administered county affairs be elected to the
new boards. In four other counties probably a few
members representing the minority would find seats.
But in the remainder of the country, especially in those
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parts where the maladministration of the Poor lLaw
and Labourers’ Acts has been so notorious, where
the loyal minority: would need most protection, in
very few cases would one single member of that
class be returned. In a word, the machinery which
in  England and Scotland has produced a partial,
and, perhaps, an innocuous change, would in Ire-
land produce what would practically amount to a revolu-
tion.

(ii.) 'L'he largest taxpayers would either be wholly unrepresented
or completely outvoted.

(u1.) It is the declared intention of the Nationalist party in this
country, and the hope of the Gladstonians, that Irish
County Councils shall be made not so much  the
machinery for discharging the ordinary business of the
county, as engines of political warfare.  United Ireland in
its issue of the 3ist March, 1888, says:—*“ We will
unscrupulously use every position we can
capture, board room or town hall, as a Home
Rule fortress, and drive the enemy unsparingly
off the ground.” This is not merely an alarmist
view held by loyalists. The Pall Mall Gazette (6th
February, 1889), dealing with the effort of the SZa» news-
paper, when under the control of Mr. T. P. O’Connor,
to “gerrymander ” the London County Council, so as to
exclude any representation of the minority on the list of
“ Aldermen,” said :—‘“What s it that Mr. T. P.
O’Connor has done. He has taught all men that when
Parliament has created a subordinate assembly to carry
on the work of Liocal Self-Government, it is in accordance
with Irish ideas of fair play to deny to the minority the
right to be represented in accordance with its numbers.
.+ . The one preoccupation of the inspiring genius of
the Star has been . . . to control everything, not
from the point of view of the actual administrative work
that is to be done, but in order to use the privileges
already conceded to extort more.”

(iv.) The making, assessment, and collection of rates is a very
serious matter when one bears in mind the conduct in
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this respect of so many Boards of Poor Law Guardians. At
present the barony constable, is bound under bond to
lodge the whole amount of his * warrant ” on or before a
certain day. If there are any rates he cannot collect
he must appear before the Grand Jury and make a
statement on oath with respect to them, and if they have
reason to believe that the rates are uncollectable they
have power to “re-present,” or, in other words, refund
them.

(v.) There would be great danger in the tendency to undertake

new works of an unnecessary or extravagant character.

(vi.) Inthe giving of contracts, and in the treatment of contractors

with regard to payment and otherwise, undue favour
would be shown to the political and personal friends of
the majority of the Council, and hardship inflicted on
Unionist contractors and cesspayers.

(vii.) The protection apparently afforded by the provisions refer-

ring to compensation for malicious injuries under the Act
of 1836, 1853, and other enactments, would be altogether
illusory if placed in the hands of Irish County Councils.

(viii.) County officers who were not regarded as sharing the

political views of the Board would soon be compelled
to retire, no matter what provisions might be devised for
their protection. Apart from the gross injustice thus
inflicted on individuals, the counties would be thereby
deprived of the services of many officers of long experi-
ence. In the appointment of new officers, moreover,
incompetent men would very often be appointed.

MUNICIPAL FRANCHISES IN THE COLONIES.

4.3, The following facts with reference to the Municipal
I'ranchises existing in the Colonies mentioned below have been
collected through the courtesy of the Agents-General. It will
be seen that in nearly all of them a system of plural voting

exists :—
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(i.) In New South ‘Wales, in which there are 64 Boroughs
and 83 Municipal Districts, every occupier. of a holding
rated at less than £ 25 is entitled to 1 vote.

Every occupier of a holding rated at {25 or less than
£75 is entitled to 2 votes.

Every occupier of a holding rated at £75 or less than
£150 is entitled to 3 votes.

Every occupier of a holding rated at {150 or over is
entitled to 4 votes.

In this Colony, according to the most recent available
statistics, there are 138,507 persons entitled to vote.

There are 79,148 entitled to 1 vote.

There are 38,407 entitled to 2 votes.

There are 12,028 entitled to 3 votes, and

There are 8,924 entitled to 4 votes.

(ii.) In Boroughs, in New Zealand.

The occupier of a holding rated at less than £50 is en-
titled to 1 vote.

The occupier of a holding rated at £50 and less than
A 100 is entitled to 2 votes.

The occupier of a holding rated at £100 and less than
£150 is entitled to 3 votes.

The occupier of a holding rated at £150 and less than
£350is entitled to 4 votes. '

The occupier of a holding of over £350 is entitled to
5 votes.

For County Councils in the same colony, plural voting does not
come into effect until the voter is rated at over 41,000, when he may
have two or more votes, according to his rating, the limit being five
votes in respect of a rating of over the annual value of £7,500.

(iii.) In Victoria, the Franchise in respect of Urban Municipali-
ties is as follows : —
In respect of property rated at under £50, 1 vote.
Inrespect of property rated at £50 and under £100, 2

votes [r19
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In respect of property rated at £10o and upwards,
3 votes.

In counties and road districts, plural voting takes effect when the
voter is rated at over £z5, the limit being four votes in respect of
property valued at over £75.

(iv.) In Canada, plural voting does not seem to exist, but there is
a high franchise for electors, and a still higher qualification
for representatives to the various municipal boards is in
force. The following table shows the various classes of
municipal and county authority, with the rating qualifi-
cation for electors and candidates in Ontario, which is
the most advanced province of the Dominion in the
direction of popular government.

Rating
Nature. Qualification Qualification for Candidates.
for Electors

Description
of Authority.

i | Freehold. Leasehol;?
(=N S /G S S S ]

Incorporated | Population of over

Villages ...| 750 |40 L O 0l 40, 0 O 8 o o

Townships ...| Area from 8 to 10

square miles.

Population from
3,000 t0 6,000...| 20 0 O 8 0 o 160 0o o

Towns ...| Population  over
35000 oy, sarFep onofitIze *0'a " 240 0 "0

Cities ..| Population  over
15,000 ... «- .80 0 0| 200 "0 9. 400 0 O

County municipalities are composed of the heads of the different
minor municipal divisions.

MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENT IN IRELAND.

4.4, In view of the fact that the Local Government Act of 1888,
establishing County Councils, was in many respects based upon the
Municipal Corporations Act of 188z, it may be useful to refer briefly
to the existing conditions of Municipal Government in Ireland.

120
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There are four forms of Municipal Government in this country
regulated by the following statutes :—
(x.) The Act of 1828.
(2.) The Municipal Corporation Act of 1840.
(3.) The Towns Improvements Act of 1854, and

(4.) Various Local Acts.

A Special Act for Dublin was passed in 1849, which was an
offshoot from the Act of 1840. The other local Acts under which
twelve municipalities are governed, are mainly offshoots of the Act of
1854.

(1.) The Act of 1828 was originally adopted by sixty-six towns.
The Towns Improvements Act provided that no further
Municipalities should be created under the Act of 1828,
and that towns which had adopted it, could abandon it in
favour of the later enactment. This latter provision has
been so largely availed of that there are only eight towns
now remaining under the Act of 1828.

It is scarcely necessary, therefore, to discuss that Act
further. The Acts of 1840 and 1854 are the important

measures to which attention should be directed.

(2.) The cities and towns under the Municipal Corporations Act

of 1840, or modifications of it, are, although comparatively
few in number, by far the most important in the country.
They are—Dublin, Belfast, Cork, Limerick, Londonderry,
Waterford, Kilkenny, Drogheda, Wexford, Sligo, Clonmel.
The receipts and expenditures of the Municipalities in
these places, were, during the last financial year for which
returns are available, £856,005, and £843,548, re-

spectively.  The corresponding figures relating to the
eighty-four towns under the Act of 1854, were £79,440
and £75,829, respectively.

The franchise under the Act of 1840 is as follows :—

The voter must be an inhabitant householder, resident for
(121
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six months previous to the 31st of August, in the borough,
or within 7 miles, and in occupation of premises valued
at £10 Subsequent Acts have reduced the franchises in
Dublin and Belfast.

Councillors under this Act are elected for three years, Aldermen
for six.

(3.) The Act of 1854 has been adopted, as has been already stated,
by 84 towns in Ireland, only 16 of which, however, have a
population of over 6,000. The elector under this Act
must be :—

(i.) The immediate lessor of premises within the town valued

at £50 or upward, and residing within five miles.

(ii.) The occupier as tenant or owner of premises valued at

£4 or upward.

(iii.) The immediate lessor of premises rated at £4 or upward,
provided the owner is himself rated in respect of the

premises.

(4-) The places which are governed by local Acts are principally
the important townships constituting the surburbs of
Dublin. The provisions of the special Acts mainly
relate to the payment of rates for county and Grand
Jury purposes, and special qualifications for the electoral

and governing body.
g Y

It 1simportant to note, however, that although offshoot
of the Towns Improvements Act of 1854, the franchises in
almost every one of these places is considerably higher
than that contained in the Act upon which they are

modelled.

As regards the qualification required for membership of the govern-
ing bodies of towns an Act passed in 1880, provided that every person
shall be qualified to be Elected and to be a Member who is at the

time of Election quzlified to Elect to Membership.
122]
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THE GRAND JURY ACT.

45, Whatever eise may be done with reference to the question of
Local Government in Ireland, it would be a very great pity if the Act
of 1836, which is acknowledged to be one of the best drawn Acts in
the Statute Book, and has worked so efficiently for upwards of half a
century, should not be preserved as the basis upon which any new
body created to administer it should work. Following the analogy
of the Acts referring to England and Scotland probably this will be
sO.

SAFEGUARDS.
46, Itis acknowledged by all shades of Unionist opinion, one

might also venture to say by the less violent members of the separatist
party, that any measure drawn up for Ireland must of necessity contain

effective safeguards against extravagance, maladministration or the

oppression of certain classes. This Report, however, expressly ab-
stains from the advocacy of any particular form of such safeguards.







LEAFLET No. 21 ASIXTH SERIES

Results of Home Rule

THAT I want you to consider is the position in which such an
event, if it takes place, will leave England in the eyes of
Europe and of the world. Europe and the world will know very
well what the circumstances of the case have been. They will not
be misled by any sentimental observations about the union of hearts.
They will know that Ireland has forced England to give what will
then be given, and what will it be? England is the free trade
country of the world. You will be setting up within a mile and a
half of her shores an ultra-protectionist island, which will be pro-
tected by England in the adoption of those theories. England is
the Protestant nation of the world. England has resisted more than
any other country the domination of the clerical profession, however
deeply honouring it in the exercise of its legitimate functions; and
has resisted the secular domination of the clerical profession. You
are going to
Create an ultra-clerical State
under the government of Archbishops Croke and Walsh. You are
going to give the power of the majority in that State, and therefore
the power of the State, to those who through long ages have always
been the enemies of English influence and English power. They
fought against us when we quarrelled with Spain, when we quarrelled
with America, and when we quarrelled with France. They took the
side of Spain, of America, and of France. And you are going to
submit to place under the heels of this majority a rich, progressive,
enlightened minority, who are in deep sympathy with yourselves.
You are going to give to that majority, which contains all that is
backward, all that is un-progressive, all that is contrary to civiliza-
tion and enlightenment in Ireland, power over all that is enlightened,
civilized, and progressive. And you support this State, well knowing
the conditions in which it must go forth. 1t will be utterly impecu-
nious. The exchequer of the future Irish—I was going to say of
the Irish republic, but I suppose I must call it

The Irish province
—the Irish exchequer will be needy from the first, and new burdens
must be imposed, and when the question comes as to who shall bear
them, the majority will remember that the minority are rich, and
Belfast and Londonderry, and all the flourishing and wealthy districts
that surround them, will have to bear the chief part of the burden
in enabling the ultra-protectionist, ultra-clerical, and uncivilized com-
munity to Hoat. And when Europe and the world look on and see
that you have allowed this to be done—have allowed this to be
wrenched from you-—what conclusion will they draw ? What con-
clusion would you draw if you saw that Italy was forced to give up
Sicily under similar terms, or that Germany was forced to give up
Hanover, or that France was forced to give up Brittany? You
would say at once ** This State is either so weak that
we must conclude that the period of its vigour
has passed by and the time of its senility has
set in,” or, “this State is so torn by thought-
less factions that men are willing to sacrifice
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even the integrity cof their empire and the
principles in which they most believe, and the
classes who have borne everything for them,
and to whom they are most attached, in order
that they may get a few more votes in support
of their political party.” Do you think that this will he
without effect upon your power and standing in the world? What

is it that gives to
This little Island

its commanding position? Why is it that fleets from every nation,
from every quarter of the globe, come into your ports; that the
products of countless regions are subject to your industry ; and that
the manufactures which the industry of your people complete are
carried to the furthest corners of the globe? What is it that gives
to you this privileged position? It is that your flag floats over
populations far more numerous and regions far vaster than your
own, and that upon the dominions of your Sovereign

The Sun never sets.
But when they see that, under the pressure of Irish disaffection,
you have lost the nerve, or the fibre, or the manliness to uphold the
integrity of your Empire, will they not apply the lesson to them-
selves, and many of them say, “ Now is the time for us to shake off
this connexion and stand alone and independent in the world ”?
Remember, there are vast regions and vast populations over which
you rule, though it cannot be-said you rule by force, because your
rule is mild and gentle, and over which you would not rule if your
force was not believed in. 1 cannot conceal the deep apprehension
with which I look to any failing or flinching on the part of this
people during the trial which destiny has appointed to them. We
are now at what may be called the turning point of the ways. We
are now at the point where, if we show qualities by which our
ancestors attained empire, we may be thought worthy to retain it
and hand it on. But it we are deceived, if we allow ourselves to be

Deceived by hollow sentimental follies

which are in reality only excuses for weakness and want of courage,
the day of our power will be set, and slowly we shall recede from
the great position that was handed down to us. If you fail in this
trial, one by one the flowers will be plucked from your diadem of
empire, you will be reduced to depend upon the resources of this
small, over-peopled island. I do not say it is the next election
1 have told you that I consider the conflict will be a much longer
one than that—but to the cenflict which now impends the eyes of
every patriotic man who loves his country will be directed. [
appeal to you, and to all well-loving members of this great
community at this critical hour of our fate, not to be untrue to the
great traditions of the splendid possessions which our fathers havz
handed down to us, but to make every effort and to set aside every
secondary issue or cause of conflict, in order that we may avoid
before it be too late this crowning calamity and disgrace.—Loxp
SavLisBuRrY at Exeter, 2nd February, 1892.—7'imes report.
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Karl Blind on Home Rule.

Karl Blind has spent 60 years at Revolution, has been times
without number in jail, has had numerous expulsions, and is now
an exile in England, writing in six languages.

Having been asked by an English friend, “as one who had
lived so long in this country, and taken part in its political move-
ments,” to express his opinion as to Home Rule, M. Karl Blind
replied as follows : —

““I have been urged to do so before, and I can only say this—It you wish to
break down the strength, to cut the very heart-root of your Parliamentary power,
which has been gained in so many hard popular struggles, and to open the way for
the possibility of intrigues of some future despotically minded ruler or statesman—
then by all means establish Two Legislatures, one for an ¢Irish Naiton,’ so that
constant friction shall arise, which may be made use of by an ambitious schemer.
If you wish to render an alliance defensive and offensive possible between some
foreign Powers, or combination of Powers, hostile to England, and an organised
enemy in Ireland, then set up Home Rule for those whose real aim is secession,
and as soon as you are in a great difficulty, or a series of difficulties abroad, the
enemy will have a splendid opportunity for ‘destroying the last link,’ as Mr.
Parnell has fairly warned you beforehand. If you want to get rid of ‘retrenchment’
for ever, and to be compelled to militarise your institutions out and out, so as to be
constantly on your guard againsta never-ceasing danger in your closest neighbour-
hood, then let a Parliament come together in College Green, which at the first propi-
tiousmoment could seize sovereign power, and callupon all soldiers of Irish birth to flock
to its standards in order to carry out the often-avowed final aims of Mr. Parnell. If
you desire to harass the most industrious, the most loyal Irish population, and to bow it
down underthe yoke of that Papal Church which puts Intellect upon the Index ; if you
wish to imperil religious equality and the free civil institution founded thereon—
then concede that which the superiors of the Jesuit Order in England and Ireland,
in a confidential correspondence that came to light some years ago, declared them-
selves in favour of—namely, Home Rule. IF YOU ARE NOT SO INCLINED
—THEN NOT. THEN KEEP TO ‘ONE PARLIAMENT, ONE LAW.
To set up a mainly Roman Catholic Legislature in rivalry with the Central Parlia-
ment is a danger long ago foreseen as such by one of the most thorough-going land
reformers, and one of the most equitably judicial minds—namely, John Stuart
Mill. This is a critical moment in England’s history, and I feel the danger ail
the more deeply because I have for years past been fully conversant with that
League literature to which Mr. Lecky has properly directed attention. No
thoughtful foreign Liberal, Radical or Democrat, not hostile to England, can wish
to see England cease to be a great Parliamentary Power founded on Legislative
Union. As one of those who have always felt the fullest sympathy with the Reform
aspirations of men like John Bright, Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. Trevelyan, and others,
I can only hope that patriotic men will now, irrespective of party, make a firm
stand at the eleventh hour, so as to prevent the State chariot from being driven
down the abyss.”
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HOME RULE.

Tt is my conviction that the separation of Ireland from Great

Britain would be most undesirable for both, and that the

attempt to hold them together by any form of federal
union would be unsatisfactory while it lasted, and would end
either in reconquest or in complete separation.

For generations it is to be feared that the two nations
would be either at war or in a chronic state of precarious and
armed peace, each constantly watching a probable enemy so
near at hand that in an instant they might be at each other’s
throat. By this state of their relations it is almost superfluous
to say that the poorer of the two countries would suffer most.
To England it would be an inconvenience ; to Ireland a public
calamity, not only in the way of direct burthen, but by the
paralysing effect of a general feeling of insecurity upon indus-
trial energy and enterprise.

Let it not be supposed that I should regard either an abso-
lute or a qualified separation of the two countries otherwise than
as a dishonour to one and a serious misfortune to both.”

ENGLAND AND IRELAND.
By J. S. M.

i O Irishman is now less free than an Anglo-Saxon, nor

has a less share of every benefit, either to his country

or to his individual fortunes, than if he were sprung

from any other portion of the British dominions. . . There

is now next to nothing except the memory of the past and the

difference in religion to keep apart the two races, perhaps the

most fitted of any two in the world to be the completing counter-
part of one another.”

REPKESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT, 1865.
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[rish Roman Gatholic Protest
agamst Home Rule.

[SIXTH SERIES.

The following letter and form of petition are being extensively
circulated among Roman Catholics in Ireland :—

“TO OUR FELLOW ROMAN CATHOLICS IN IRELAND.

‘“ As a false impression has been created that the contest upon
the Home Rule Bill is, in reality, only a contest between a Roman
Catholic majority and a Protestant minority, we have thought it right,
in order to make their position clear, that Irish Roman Catholic
Unionists should have an opportunity of joining in a separate and
distinct petition to Parliament against the Bill.

“While deprecating certain anti-Catholic utterances to which the
excitement of the moment may have given rise, we are, so far as our
objections to Home Rule rest upon purely secular considerations,
heartily in accord with our fellow Unionists. More than this, we
believe that Home Rule, if imposed upon Ireland, would, under the
peculiar conditions of the country, foster a revolutionary spirit
disastrous to the true interests of our religion.

“ We therefore invite our fellow Roman Catholics in Ireland to
join us in signing the petition, a copy of which is appended to.this
letter. (Signed)

Fingall, Killeen Castle, Co. Meath.

Kenmare, Killarney House, Co. Kerry.

Louth, Louth Hall, Ardee.

Emly, Tervoe, Limerick.

De Freyne, Frenchpark, Roscommon.

Westmeath, Pallas, Co. Galway.

Count de la Poer, D.L., Gurteen, Co. Waterford.

John Harold Barry, Cork.

C. W. Bellew, Dunleer, Co. Meath.

Henry Grattan Bellew, Bart., Mount Bellew, Co. Galway.

J. Ross of Bladensburg, Rostrevor House, Co. Down.

John V, Cassidy, 53 Upper Mount Street, Dublin.

W. H. F. Cogan, P.C., Tinode, Co. Dublin.

F. R. Cruise, M.D., 93 Merrion Square, Dublin.

Stephen de Vere, Bart., D.L., Foynes, Limerick.

Edmund Dease, D.L., Rath House, Ballybrittas, Queen's Co.
Gerald Dease (Colonel), The Abbey, Celbridge, Co. Kildare.
John Arthur Farrell, D.L., Moynalty, Co. Meath.
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Taaffe Ferrall, D.L., 73 Merrion Square, Dublin:
Percy R. Grace, Bart., D.L., Boley, Monkstown, Co. Dublin.
R. Ashurst Gradwell, Dowth Hall, Co. Meath.

Stephen Grehan, D.L., Clonmeen, Banteer, Co. Cork.
William Kenny, M.P., 35 Fitzwilliam Place, Dublin.

J. MacDermott, J.P., Ramore, Ballinasloe.

Charles Martin, 12 Fitzwilliam Place, Dublin.

Richard Martin, Bart., 81 Merrion Square, Dublin.

Maurice Murray, D.L., Beech Hill, Cork.

Thomas Moore Madden, M.D., 55 Merrion Square, Dublin.
Maurice O’Connell, Bart., Lakeview, Co. Kerry.

Daniel O’Connell, D.L., Derrynane, Co. Kerry.

A. More O’Ferrall, D.L., Baiyna, Enfield, Co. Meath.

Philip O’Reilly, D.L., Coolamber, Co. Westmeath.

James Talbot Power, D.L., Leopardstown Park, Co. Dublin.
R. J. Rice, J.P., Bushmount, Lixnaw, Co. Kerry.

John Smithwick, D.L., Kilcreen Lodge, Kilkenny.

Nicholas Synnott, Lincoln’s Inn, London.

John Sugrue, D.L., 9 Sidney Place, Cork.

J. H. Talbot, Castle Talbot, Enniscorthy.

John White, D.L., Nantenan, Co. Limerick.

Piers F. White, Q.C., 12 Fitzwillam Square East, Dublin.
John J. Whyte, D.L., Loughbrickland House, Co. Down.

109 GRAFTON STREET, MARTIN BURKE, | Hon. Seci |
DusLIN. RicHARD FARRELL, | By |

“TO THE HONOURABLE THE COMMONS
OF
THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND
IRELAND IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED.
“THE HUMBLE PETITION OF ROMAN CATHOLICS
IN IRELAND

SHEWETH—
* That we entertain unshaken allegiance and devotion to the Crown

and Constitution under which we live and enjoy full civil and
religious liberty.

“That we regard the maintenance of the Union between England
and Ireland as a necessary safeguard of that liberty.

“That we believe the establishment in Ireland of a separate Legis-
lature and Executive in the manner proposed in the Government
of Ireland Bill recently introduced into your Honourable House
would be most prejudicial to our religion, and disastrous to the
best interests of Ireland.

“ We beseech your Honourable House to reject the said Bill.

““ And your Petitioners will ever pray.”
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IRELAND IN 1892.

[SIXTH SERIES.

HOW IS IRELAND GEITING ON?

Turre is now exactly one eviction in Ireland for every fout
when Mr. Gladstone was Prime Minister. That is one good test.

In no part of the Queen’s dominions are the savings of the
lower classes increased as in Ireland! That is another.

Under the fearful Coercion Act, on 1st March, 1892, not one
person was in gaol ; and yet mark its results.

TAKE THE OUTRAGES.
In 1886 they were ... ... 1,066

In 1887 883
In 1888 660
In 1889 535
In 1890 519
In 1891 455
TAKE THE LIST OF PERSONS
BOYCOTTED.
On July 31st, 1887, these numbered .. 4,901
On January 31st, 1888 .. 2,075
On December 31st, 18go ... AT
On December 31st, 1891, not one person ... 0

Who deserves the credit of this?
NOT THE NATIONALISTS.

At Manchester, on the 28th September, 1389, Mr. John O'Connor,
M.P., declared that the watchword of the Irish National party was

“ boycott, boycott, boycott.”

Writing to the Zrish Times [10th May, 1890], Rev. Father
Humphries, replying to a letter of a “ Protestant Irishman,” which
appeared in that Journal, says :—

«He (a Protestant Irishman) says that the Catholic clergy of
Tipperary are doing all they can to stop boycotting. As one of the
Catholic clergy of Tipperary I protest against this libel on me.
I am doing nothing to stop boycotting; I should be very much
ashamed of myself if I were.”
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IRELAND’S COMMERCIAL PROSPERITY.

It is universally admitted that one of the surest indications of the
prosperity of a country is the state of its commercial credit; and the
improvement in the condition of Ireland during the last five years cannot
be better tested than by examining the value of the shares in her
leading commercial securities. We give below a table showing the
market value of the shares in the leading Irish banks, railways and
tramways at three different periods :—First, in January, 1886, before
the introduction of Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule Bill; secondly, in
May, 1886, while that Bill was before Parliament, and its fate was
uncertain ; and thirdly, at the present time, when a Unionist Govern-
ment has been nearly six years in office, and the fears which were
excited by the possibility of the establishment of an Irish Parliament
have died away. We commend these figures, which are taken from
the Stock Exchange quotations, to the attention of business men, who
can appreciate their full significance :—

1886. 1886, 1891,
January. May. Dec.
Bank of Ireland ‘Stockisi. (5 tool wee s ees wie| 27T 260 326
Ulster Bank Shares (£2 10s. paid) e e weo oo.| 10§ 9% 10t}
City of Dublin Steamship Company .o woo  .eo . 113;t 110 121
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, Ordinary ... 69% 68 122}
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, Preference... 983 934 116
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, Debentures .| 105 1014 120
Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway, Ordinary ...| 543 424 43
Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway, Preference .| 100 99 126
Great Northern of Ireland Railway, Ordinary ... ...| 1033 95 131§
Great Northern of Ireland Railway, Preference  ...| 104+ 101} 131
Great Northern of Ireland Railway, Debentures ...| 1072 105 123
Great Southern and Western Railway, Ordinary ...| 102} 95 1173
Midland Great Western Railway, Ordinary .. ...| 68 611 105%
Midland Great Western Railway, Preference ... ... 100 94 116
Midland Great Western Railwzy, Debentures ... ...| 103 1004 1223
Belfast Street Tramways® U, Ssee weel eos’ Yorer wes| -« 113 1043 15%
Dublin United Tramways ... s. .. se o .| 10§ 107 | IO

The following paragraph appears in the Dublin Chamber of
Commerce Annual Report for 1892 :—

*“The council are glad to be able to record their opinion that the
improved condition of the general trade of the country, referred to in
their last report, still continues, due in a great measure, as stated
therein, to the wise policy of the Government, and to the judicious
manner in which Mr. Balfour administered the duties of the office of
Chief Secretary for Ireland. They trust that in the still higher positicn
which he now occupies—uviz., that of First Lord of the Treasury and
Leader of the House of Commons—he may be able to help on and
bring to completion the useful measures which he originated or had in
contemplation whilst Chief Secretary.”—JZrish Times, 27th Jan., 1892.
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WHAT Mr. BALFOUR

HAS DONE FOR

DISTRESSED IRELAND.

In November, 1891, the relief works which Mr. Balfour was
responsible for in the distressed districts in the West of Ireland
were brought to a successful close, there being, happily, no
longer any necessity for their continuance. Of course the first
object in view was to afford immediate relief to the peasants who
were threatened with famine. It is satisfactory to find that
there has been an entire absence of either useless or extravagant
expenditure, such as brought discredit on similar works in the
past. The Government had been actively on the alert long before
the period of actual distress had arrived, and had all their plans
matured. Overseers, gangers, and supervisors had been
appointed, so that on the very day the necessary authority was
given to open works, no matter how remote the place, the
machinery was perfect. The works were intended for those who
could not avail themselves of employment on the State-aided
Railways, on account of the distance it was necessary to travel
in order to get to the work. As the season advanced the total
number on the relief labour list rose to 16,000, while the
employés on the railway works were about 8,000. The works
undertaken, while znvoving of lasting benefit to the people,
afforded employtient to thousands who would otherwise have
had to look to public thiarity to save them from starvation.

The works were divided into two classes. In the first class
payment was made in cash at the rate of Is.2d. per day for
male labourers, with a lodging allowance of 1s.6d.a week for
persons coming over five miles from their homes; female
labourers, 10d. per day; infirm and aged people, incapable of
performing an able-bodied man’s work, §s. per week; boys
under 16, 8d. a day, or, where no other member of the family
could work, 1s.a day; where a family exceeded 8 members,
a second person in the family could be employed with the
approval of the Government, but the united earnings of both
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were not allowed to exceed 12s. a week. In the second class
payment was in kind at the rate of 6 stones of Indian meal, or
its equivalent in flour, per week per able-bodied man, with 44
stones per week for women, boys, and infirm men. Payment
was made by cheques on local tradesmen. The recipients,
when being paid were informed that any grievance as to weight
or quality of meal should be at once reported to the local police,
who weére also required to report weekly as to the prices and
quality of stores sold in their district. Lodging allowance in
money was allowed as in Class 1, while in both classes no less
part than half a day was taken into account. The fortunate
owner of a horse and cart was able to raise his wages to 3s. 6d.
a day, while for the use of a mule and cart, with his own
services, the labourer got 3s.; ard for an ass and creel 2s.
Those who know the important part the donkey plays in the
daily life of the peasantry in the West, will readily appreciate the
value of the last-named concession. Children under 14 years of
age who should be at school were ineligible, and female
labourers were not employed where there were male persons in
the family able to work. Although the rate of wages paid was
comparatively small, yet, when the seed time came, and the
season arrived for gathering seaweed, which is largely used for
manuring purposes, the people were inclined to remain at the
works, heedless of their future interests, and the necessity for
planting their little plots of land. They were not allowed,
however, to do so. Their hours of employment on the works
were shortened, and other arrangements were made which
enabled them to devote some time to the cuitivation of their
small holdings.

The peasantry of the West are naturally a kindly people, and
all along the western seaboard they speak of Mr. Balfour in
terms of gratitude. A correspondent who recently went over
the distressed district says that many of the people now apply
the name of Mr. Balfour to even the smallest article of furniture
and implements of agriculture which the relief works had enabled
them to add to their modest collection. On one occasion he
heard an old man address a lad on the wayside who was gazing
unconcernedly after a pig careering along the road, “ Arrah
Mike, will ye stir yourself; don’t ye see Arthur James runnin’
away?’ Mr. Balfour was the first British statesman that many
of these peasants had ever heard of, and certainly the first they
had ever seen amongst them as a benefactor. A glance at the
general character of the past number of useful works which have
been carried out in all the distressed districts lying between
Donegal and Kerry will indicate their importance and utility.
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In Achill Island Mr. Balfour was only able to proceed as far
as the little fishing hamlet of Dooega, and even in order to
reach that point, which is only half way across Achill, Miss
Balfour and the rest of the party were obliged to proceed on foot
over a mountain path, the car road having terminated more than
a mile from the village. The road is now not only completed
tnto Dooega, but on to Dookineely, where it joins another high-
way leading to Doogort, on the northern shore, thus opening up
one of the most picturesque of the bold coast lines on the western
shores. This road is likely to prove a very favourite route for
tourist traffic as soon as the railway to the Sound places Achill
within easy access. During his visit to this part of the Island,
Mr. Balfour’s attention was called to a dangerous causeway
through a swamp dividing two thickly-populated districts, and
he promised to have a bridge constructed at his own expense.
This work has also been carried out, and ¢ Balfour Bridge”
has proved a great boon to the poor people. The railway
from Westport will not only enable the Achill fishermen to
find a ready market, but it will give fresh impetus to the idea
long entertained by Mr. Jackson of placing steamers on Blacksod
Bay, for the purpose of opening Westport to the fishermen
living on the Mullet. Meveenish Island was approached from
the mainland by a long, narrow, ill-constructed causeway, fitted
only for pedestrians, when Mr. Balfour visited it. The causeway
has now been widened to admit of carts passing, so that
Meveenish has practically ceased to be an Island at all, and the
inhabitants rejoice in the advantages of free communication with
the mainland, regardless of wind or weather.

Other equally important works have also been carried out on
North and South Inniskea, Arran Clare, Innisturk, Innisboffin,
Lettermore, Gorumna, and Tory Islands. Many much needed
boat slips and places of refuge have been constructed for the
fishermen who obtain a precarious livelihood on these inhospitable
Islands. One of the most urgent of these works is at Kildavnet,
in Achill Sound, where hookers call on their way through from
Belmullet to Westport, which is the nearest point at which there
is a mill. The most important works in North Mayo are those
at Rossport, where a new boat slip has been constructed, and a
new road made between Inver and Aghoos. Rossport is one of
the poorest districts in the country, and about 250 persons
applied for and obtained employment on the works there. = An
entirely new road has been made from Falmore, the most
southerly village on the peninsula. This road, with various by-
roads leading from the coast on both sides, joins the road at
Elly Harkour, so that the whole of the Mullet is now well
provided with good highways. A most popular work was
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carried out at Glencastle (also in North Mayo). Here a new
bridge was placed across the Glencastle river ‘at a ford where
lives had frequently been lost after heavy rains; the Kiltaine
graveyard was protected from further inroads of the river by a
heavy and troublesome retaining wall; a 47 road from
Shanamoura to Goolamore was put into proper order; and a
bridge at Claggan ferry will enable the people of Claggan to
reach the Curraun peninsula by a short cut instead of travelling
all around Ballatragher Bay, as the vehicles had to do on the
occasion of Mr, Balfour’s visit to Achill,

The only works in South Mayo which call for special reference
are a new road from the head of Killary Bay to Ashlea, along
the north shore to Bundurragha, and on to the Killeries, where
there is, unfortunately, still a gap before one can reach the
Delphi mountain and the beautiful Doo Lough. There is only a
pony path along the lake at present, and the idea was to continue
the road by the lake until it joined the road from Louisburgh.
The bridges and difficult parts of this work have been com-
pleted, and the remainder will be giveninto contract. This road,
when finished, will form a new tourist route, very picturesque,
but at present very little frequented owing to the absence of a
car road. Not far from this district, but in the adjoining county
of Galway, lies the Joyce Country, which some years ago sprang
into unenviable notoriety owing to the atrocious massacre of a
whole family there; and further east is Lough Mask, which also
figured prominently as the scene of some revolting crimes. The
whole district is exceedingly poor, but extremely beautiful in parts.
Many new roads of an excellent description have been constructed
through it, and as some of them give greater facilities for visiting
the lake and rugged mountain scenery they are likely to be used
by many persons besides the inhabitants, A number of much-
needed roads have been made in the Connemara districts,
including two at Silerna on the west coast. The work carried
out between Ballyconneely and Roundstone was of the most
difficult character. A road of the most primitive description
existed between these two places, along a very rocky and rugged
coast. In order to make it fit for vehicular traffic rocks and
hills had to be cleared away. Then on the other side of
Bertraghboy Bay, in the Carna district, a new road opens. up
communication between Cuilleen and Mace. 2% miles were
added to a road already partially constructed from Derrynea
in Cashla Bay towards Oughterard. The highway still,
unfortunately, remaining unfinished; but as the people of the
district derive their supplies from Oughterard, it will, no doubt,
in time be completed. It is urged that it would afford great
facilities for the conveyance of seaweed to the country around
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Oughterard, and thus give new and much-needed employment
There is only one other part of the distresser districts tc
which detailed reference is necessary—South Donegal. It
will be remembered that Mr. Balfour’s party had a very un-
pleasant experience on a bad road during a severe storm while
travelling from Donegal town to Carrick. The more dangerous
parts of the road have been made secure, and a great retaining
wall has been built at a portion where the sea threatened to ingulf
not only the highway, but a considerable tract of land besides.
At Glencolumkille a diversion has been made with the view of
avoiding Castle Hill—a trying bit of road for any horse. A new
road has been constructed from Teelin Harbour up the side of
Slieveleague mountain, which Miss Balfour descended on a pony,
and is continued up to the point at which the distinguished party
halted for the purpose of viewing the magnificent scenery of
Bunglass Bay from a height of a thousand feet. In addition to
these important improvements, a large tract of country leading
to limestone quarries has been opened up, and a road has been
extended into the village of Mahara.

It will readily be seen from this brief enumeration of a few of
the more prominent of the relief works, that they are beyond
question such works as are best calculated to confer lasting
benefits on the district in which they have been carried out.

THE MONEY EXPENDED.

A Parliament return gives the following details of the relief
works undertaken in 1890 and 1891 under Mr. Balfour’s Act.
The return shows that in 24 unions of g counties 161 works were
undertaken, and that the sum of £160,570 was expended. Four-
fifths of the amount went for wages : —

\

Supervision |
County. \}‘jgr]g; Wages. and | Totals.
» Material. ‘

£7,864 £1,249 | £o9,113
315 73 3838
255 134 | 389
269 101 370
1,002 730 1,732
45,647 10,090 55,737
22,842 5,155 27,997
50,304 14,540 64,844

Donegal
Clare™ ...
Kermyil..o
Cavan ...
Sligo
Galway
Cork ...
Mayo ...

LU H N == =N
LN W
WA gW = bW

—
(=)}
e

128,498 32,072 160, 570

[137




6
THE LIGHT RAILWAYS.

The foregoing has no reference to the Light Railways in
course of construction contemporaneously, and carried out under
Mr. Balfour’s Light Railways Act of 18go. During February,
1891, between seven and eight thousand men found employment
on these railways. The different lines are as follows:—
Donegal to Killybegs, 19 miles. Ballina to Killala, 8 miles.
Wexford to Mallaranny, 18 miles. Galway to Clifden, 49 miles.
Killorglin to Valentia, 27 miles. Headford to Kenmare, 20
miles. Skibbereen to Baltimore, 7% miles. Bantry Extension,
14 miles. Downpatrick to Ardglass, 8 miles. Collooney to
Claremorris, 47 miles.

THE CONGESTED DISTRICTS’ BOARD.

Under the Land Act of 1891, a Congested Districts’ Board was
established, consisting of gentlemen of different political opinions
and religious beliefs. Their powers are large, and their
operations will be mostly confined to the western sea-board.
They are empowered to take such steps as they think proper
for aiding migration or emigration. They have power for
providing suitable seed potatoes, seed oats, for sale under certain
restrictions; they have power for aiding and developing
agriculture, forestry, the breed of horses, live stock, and poultry;
weaving, spinning, fishing, including the construction of piers
and harbours, and the supply of fishing boats and gear, and
industries subservient to fishing, and many other suitable
industries. The Board may proceed either directly or indirectly,
and may make gifts or loans to any person upon such conditions
as the Board think expedient. The Board has already got to
work. Lord Zetland (The Lord Lieutenant), speaking in Dublin
on March 14th, 1892, made the following statement under this
head :—

“Several grants have already been made for the following
purposes for the development of the Spring mackerel fishing in
Galway Bay. The operations under the scheme are at present
peing carried out under the superintendence of the Rev.
W. S. Greene, for whom the Board have chartered a steamer.
Nets and gear are also being lent to local fishermen to assist
in this operation. Steps have been taken to improve the curing
of cod, ling, and other fish, along the Western Coast of Ireland ;
and in connection therewith the services of a Norwegian fish curer
have been secured by the Board. The Board have entered into
an arrangement with the Galway Bay Steamboat Company for
providing a regular steamboat service between Galway and the
Arran Islands, and for this purpose the Board propose to grant

138]




a yearly subsidy. The improving of the breed of horses has
received careful consideration, and, through the agency of the
Agricultural Department of the Land Commission, several schemes
for carrying out that object have been undertaken. A number
of stallions have been purchased by the Board for distri-
bution in the congested districts, and substantial grants have
also been made by the Board for improvement in the breed of
live stock and poultry. The Board have taken over the carrying
out of the forestry operations in the county of Galway, which were
commenced by the Land Commission, and it is proposed to
consider at a future date the question of extending operations
by securing additional land. Arrangements have also been
completed for instituting inquiries into, and cbtaining reports
on, the condition and the resources of the congested districts, and
with reference to the numerous memorials and applications that
have been addressed to the Board.”

PRIVATE AID.

It will be recollected that, apart from official assistance,
Mr. Balfour and Lord Zetland made a private appeal through
the Press for subscriptions, to enable them to help those in
distress who could not participate in the relief and light railway
work. A generous public in short time responded, and placed
£50,000 in their hands to be dealt with. The system of relief was
asfollows :—“The Royal Irish Constabulary prepared provisional
lists of helpless and distressed families. This list was revised at
meetings held in the districts by an inspector of the fund, aided
by the members of the local dispensary committee, and the
clergy of the different denominations in the district. The list for
the district was thus settled, and a duplicate given to the local
constabulary, who each week gave a relief cheque to the head of
each family on the list. On this cheque was entered the amount
of meal the holder was entitled to receive, one stone being
allowed to each member of the family over ten years of age,
provided their numbers did not exceed two; if so, half a stone
was allowed for each additional person. These cheques were
negotiable by any local trader, precautions being taken that no
other goods were supplied than those authorised, and that full
measure was given to the persons relieved. This system of
cheques gave general satisfaction, trade having been kept in its
natural channels, local trades having material and substantial
benefit. From the 28th February to the 15th August, 1891, this
system was in operation, with the result that 12,504 helpless
families, representing 50,641 persons, were relieved. A certain
sum was set aside and divided amongst the different managers
for the scheduled schools in preportion to the average
attendance of children, and taking into account the degree of
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dlstress prevailing in their respective districts. The National
school inspectors, who were desired to report from time to time en
the operation of the system of relief, have not founda single instance
where it produced demoralization or interfered with the general
efficiency of the school, the result being that relief was given to
932 schools, an average of 29,337 children getting fed daily, at
a total cost of £8,670.”

The Catholic Bishop, whose diocese includes some of the
poorest and most congested districts, wrote to Lord Zetland :—

“Both my clergy and myself are well satisfied with what has been done for us
during the terrible times of'last year. Your fund has done much good service, and
kept the schools filled with their normal numbers, and supplied with the necessaries
of life hundreds of children who would otherwise have been left without them.
The people here in our impoverished districts ought to be, and are, grateful for
what has been done.”

A MESSAGE OF THANKS TO
MR. BALFOUR.

At the meeting of the Swinford Board of Guardians on 8th
March, 1892, fifteen members present, the following resolution
was adopted with reference to Mr. John Dillon’s speech in the
House of Commons, 29th February, 1892, on the Government
relief works in East Mayo :—

Resolved —‘¢ That we, the Guardians of the Union of Swinford, have read with
amazement a speech of Mr. John Dillon, M. P. for East Mayo, reported as having
been made by him in his place in the House of Commons. We repudiate in the
strongest manner his assertion that the people of this county regard the expenditure
of the Government Relief Funds of last year, and we assert Mr. Dillon’s statement
to the contrary, notwithstanding, that but for the timely and statesmanlike assistance
of our starving people in the sore need by Mr. Balfour in the year ’91 would
undoubtedly have witnessed a recurrence of the terrible scenes of ’47. The bishop
and clergy of the diocese of Achonry, and the grand jury and leading inhabitants
of Mayo and Sligo, have given their sanction and approval to the proposed line
of railway from Collooney to Claremorris, and the ex-Chief Secretary has earned
the thanks of all sorts and conditions of men in this portion of our county for
having given effect to their desires by entering upon its construction. Mr. Dillon’s
assertion that he never asked for the railway may be true—he does not appear to
ask for much that would tend to the benefit of his constituents—and, although we
have been granted this boon unsought for by our Member of Parliament, we beg to
thank Mr. Balfour for it again, and we feel compelled further to express our
disapprobation of that manner of representation which consists in standing calmly
aloof while our people are in the iron grip of famine, and only coming forward to
interfere when it is supposed that political capital can be. manufactured out of
untrue and carping criticism of the man wh¢ put bread into the mouths of the
hungry.” —Zndependent, 10th March, 1892 A
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ENGLISMMENI

THERE ARE IN IRELAND—

Over 600,000 Protestant Episcopaiians,
,» 446,000 Presbyterians,
»» 09,000 Methodists,
i3 6,200 Independents,
ie 4800 Baptists,
v 3,600 Quakers.

These men, with hundreds of thousands of
loyal Catholics, are devotedly attached to the maintenance
of the legislative union between Great Britain and Ireland. They
have strenuously protested against Mr. Gladstone’s proposals to
set up a Parliament in Dublin, and for doing so they have been
denounced by the Fenian newspapers as *“ Aliens and Foreigners.”

ENGLISMMENT!

Will you suffer these, your loyal Irish friends, to be deserted, and
the disloyal set over them ?

The above are not to be found in the Province of Ulster only,
but are spread over the whole of Ireland. The Frotestant
Archbishop of Dublin, in addressing the local synod in Dublin
said :— :

‘““Remember that there are 100,000 members of the Church
within these three dioceses, who are to be regarded as forming a
part of the Irish people; that they are Irishmen by
lineage and Irishmen by heart—(applause)—that
they are as enthusiastic in their love for their country as any of
those who monopolise the sentiment, but that, just because they
love their country, they have no sympathy whatever with
any of these schemes or theories which tend to weaken
their connection with the British Empire—to
undermine that Imperial nationality, upon the
maintenance of which, as they believe, mainly depends the welfare
of their native land.” (Hear, hear.)—Dublin Mail, November 2nd.
1888.

READ THE OTHER SIDE.
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The following appears in thc 4 RURAL \VORLD > of March 12th, 1892.

“Wg, the undersigned Irish non-Episcopal ministers, desire, through
your widely-read paper, to draw the attention of our Nonconformist
brethren in England to our attitude towards Home Rule for Ireland.

“ Almost every one of the 990 non-Episcopal ministers in
Ireland is opposed to Mr. Gladstone’s scheme, or any other scheme
which would establish a Parliament in Dublin possessing legislative
and executive authority.

“The events which have occurred in Ireland since 1836 have

strengthened us, and the Churches of which we are ministers, in
our determined opposition to a Dublin Parliament.
‘ “The recent struggles between the Parnellites and
M’Carthyites have impressed us more strongly than ever with the
tremendous influence exercised by the Irish priesthood—an
influence which would be paramount in a Dublin Parliament. The
effects of such clerical interference in the sphere of politics in other
countries confirm us in the judgment that under a Home Rule
Government the interests and liberties of the Irish people, and
especially of Irish Protestants, would be insecure.

“The struggle between Catholics and Protestants would be
intensified, and the eventual result would be the all-but certainty
of civil war of a most sanguinary character.

“ Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule scheme we hold to be at once de-
grading to us as citizens and dangerous to the interests of the Empire.

“Qur interests, and the interests of our people, are secure in the
keeping of the Imperial Parliament ; and we have no grievances which
the Imperial Parliament does not show itself willing to remedy.

“ We claim the aid of our brethren in England and Wales in
our resistance of Mr. Gladstone’s policy—a policy which we hold to
be one of surrender and despair; and we appeal with the utmost
confidence to the descendants of the Nonconformists of 1662 to put
an end at the coming general election, for at least a generation, to
attempts such as Mr. Gladstone has made to disintegrate and
destroy the unity and glory of the Empire and our Queen.

“N. M. Brown, D.D., Presbyterian; R.J. Lynd, D.D., Presby-
terian; John James M’Lhue, Plcsbytermn George (/ron Inde-
pendent ; William Usher, M.D., Baptist; Wesley Guard, Methodist.”

Nore. —Dr. N. M. Brown is the Moderator (or Chairman) for the present
year of the General Assembly—the Supreme Court—of the Irish Presbyterian
Church, which numbers almost half a million of the people of Ireland. He is
a Radical, and is and was a tenant-righter long before the majority of
Nationalists had dreamed of such a thing as tenant-right. Dr. Lynd is an
ex-Moderator of the General Assembly, and probably the most eloquent non-
Episcopal minister in Ireland. He has been a Liberal all his days. Mr.
"Wesley Guard is an eloquent Wesleyan Methodist, and is representative of the
Methodist Community. Dr. Usher is the foremost Baptist pastor in Belfast,
and is entitled to speak for the Baptist community. Mr. Cron is an Inde-
pendent minister of ability. Mr. M’Clure ie Secretary of the Plubytcnan
Representation Associatien.
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THE NATIONALISTS

ON THE

LIBERAL PARTY:

“SERVILE, COWARDLY, AND UNPRINCIPLED.”

THE following Manifesto to the Irish voters in Great Britain was,
on Friday, November 20, 1885, submitted to Mr. Parnell, and by
him approved and ordered to be circulated :—

¢TO OUR COUNTRYMEN IN ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND.

‘The Liberal Party are making an appeal to the confidence of
the Electors at the General Election of 1883, as at the Election of
1880, on false pretences. In 1880 the Liberal Party promised peace,
and it afterwards made unjust war ; economy, and its Budget reached
the highest point yet attained ; justice to aspiring nationalities, and
it mercilessly crushed the national movement of Egypt under Arabi
Pasha, and murdered thousands of Arabs “rightly struggling to be
free.” To Ireland, more than to any other country, it bound itself
by most solemn pledges, and these it most flagrantly violated. It
denounced coercion, and it practised a system of coercion more
brutal than that of any previous Administration, Liberal or Tory.
Under this system juries were packed with a shamelessness unpre-
cedented even in Liberal Administrations, and innocent men were
hung or sent to the living death of penal servitude ; 1,200 men were
imprisoned without trial; ladies were convicted under an obsolete
Act directed against the degraded of their sex; and for a period
every utterance of the popular Press and of the pogular meeting
was as completely suppressed as if Ireland were Poland, and the
Administration of England a Russian autocracy. The representa-
tives of Liberalism in Ireland were men like Mr. Forster and Lord
Spencer, who have left more hateful memories in Ireland than any
statesman of the century. The last declaration of Mr. Gladstone
was that he intended to renew the very worst clauses of the Coercion
Act of 1882; and if our long-delayed triumph had not turned
the Liberal Government from office, Lord Spencer would at this
moment be in Dublin Castle, coercion would be triumphant in
Ireland, and the Iandlords, instead of making the reasonable abate-
ments demanded by the depression of agriculture and conceded by
zvery landlord in England and Scotland, would be evicting wholesalc,
with the encouragement of Lord Spencer and the backing of police
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soldiery, coercion magistrates, and filled gaols. The Liberals began
by menacing the Established Church, and under the name of free
schools made an insidious attempt to crush the religious education
of the country, to establish a system of State tyranny, and to fetter
the right of conscience, which is as sacred in the selection of the
school as in the free selection of one’s Church. The cry of Dis-
establishment has been dropped ; the cry of free schools has been
explained away ; and the two last cries left to the Liberal party are
the so-called reform of procedure and a demand to be independent
of the Irish party. Reform of procedure means a new gag, and the
application to all enemies of Radicalism in the House of Commons
of the despotic methods and the mean machinery of the Birmingham
caucus. The specious demand for a majority against the Irish party
is an appeal for power to crush all anti-Radical members of Parlia-
ment—first, then, to propose to Ireland some scheme doomed to
failure, because of its unsuitability to the wants of the Irish people,
and, finally, to force down a halting measure of self-government
upon the Irish people by the same methods of wholesale imprison-
ment by which durability was sought for tue impracticable Land
Act of 1881. TUnder such circumstances, we feel bound to advise
our countrymen to place no confidence in the Liberal or Radical
party, and so far as in them lies to prevent the government of the
Empire falling into the hands of a party so perfidious, treacherous,
and incompetent. In no case ought an Irish Nationalist to give
a vote, in our opinion, to a member of the Liberal or Radical
party, except in some few cases in which courageous fealty to the
Irish cause in the last Parliament has given a guarantee that the
candidate will not belong to the servile and cowardly and
unprincipled herd that would break every pledge and violate
every principle in obedience to the call of the Whip and the mandate
of the caucus. The executive of the National League will
communicate the names of the candidates whom they think should be
excepted from the terms of this Manifesto. In every other instance
we earnestly advise our countrymen to vote against the men who
coerced Ireland, deluged Egypt with blood, menace religious
liberty in the school, the freedom of speech in Parliament, and
promise to the country generally a repetition of the crimes and
follies of the last Liberal Administration,

(Signed) ‘T. P. O’'ConNoR, President of the Irish National
League of Great Britain.

‘JustiN M’CarTHY, THOMAS SEXTON, T. M. HEALY,
‘J. E. Repyonp, James O'KELry, J. G. Biccar,
Executive.




LEAFLET No. 2§ [SIXTH SERIES.

THE CAPITAL OF ULSTER.

Its Growth and Prosperity.

O those who still attempt to argue that the Irish question is a
political and not an economic one, Belfast is an eyesore and
a grievance, for, by the very fact of its existence, it constitutes
a standing contradiction to their theories. That a provincial town,
remote from the great centres of coal and iron, should thrive and
prosper during the very period when we were assured that, from
political causes, Ireland was bound to decay, would in any case be
provoking. But Belfast has not merely held its own as an Irish town ;
it has taken 1ts place as one of the great world-centres of industry and
commerce, challenging the supremacy of the Clyde in ship building,
and of Belgium and France in linen weaving, holding its own with
all comers in a score of smaller industries, and attaining the position
of the third Customs port in the United Kingdom. It is true that
from time to time an attempt is made to ascribe a political origin to
the prosperity of the North, on the ground that a couple of centuries
2go the Deputy, Strafford, favoured the growth of flax, while English
jealousy hampered or destroyed the woollen industry.

THE FLAX SUPPLY.

But this is an argument of the nature of that connecting
Tenterden Steeple and Goodwin Sands, for, although it is true that
England has favoured linen, and linen has made Belfast, it is forgotten
that any other town in Ireland had the same opportunity. In fact, in
this as in other matters, any advantage there is lies with the South,
where both (limate and soil are more suitable to the growth of flax
than are those of the North. What was wanted was an agricultural
population, industrious and patient enough to grow the crop properly,
and a city with merchants enterprising enough to manufacture and
export it. To this day, although there is practically an unlimited
demand for fine flax in Belfast, two-thirds of all the material woven
there is imported from Russia, France, and Belgium, because the
severer climate of the North of Ireland renders the growth of the
finest qualities impossible, while in the South, where as good flax
could be grown as in Belgium, the peasants will not take the trouble
to grow it, or to acquire the skill necessary for the manipulation of so
sensitive a crop. It is pleasant to be able to add that persistent efforts
are being made by an association of Belfast merchants to promote
flax growing in the South, and that there are good hopes that, in time,
a fairly regular supply may be obtained from that quarter. Lecturers
and instructors have been sent out, and such of the people as are
willing to learn have had the opportunity of developing a brauch of
agriculture that might transform ihe face of more than one of the
southern counties.
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THRIVING SINCE THE UNION.

Those who endeavour to ascribe the modern prosperity of Belfast
to the favouritism of an English Deputy, may, with profit, reflect on
the fact that, in 1807, when Strafford had for many a generation been
with his fathers, there were only four looms engaged in the weaving
of linen in Belfast. No; the city dates its prosperity from modern
times, and owes it to simple causes. Belfast has thriven since the
Union, and by the Union, and has risen because its people chose to
work, and to develop the resources that lay nearest to them, while the
rest of the Island has chosen to sulk, has preferred ‘““to weep on and
dream on, while the household goes to wreck.”

THE LINEN TRADE.

A tew figures taken from the Board of Trade and other official
Returns will serve to show the extraordinary strides made by Belfast
in quite recent years; a rate of development that suggests comparison
with some of the great towns in the Western States of America rather
than with our soberer English cities. Let me begin, in a somewhat
Irish fashion, with an item that has recently shown a large falling off.
The export of linen was less in 1891 than in 1890 by no less than
25,000,000 yards, representing a value of over half-a-million pounds
sterling. This, of course, was owing to the M’Kinley Tariff, by which
the United States attempted practically to prohibit the import of linen.
But the alarming-looking figures must be read with a recollection
of the fact that, before the Tariff came into force, the Belfast
merchants had thrown every yard of stuff that could be got into the
United States, the Custom House officials being engaged in clearing
cargoes up till midnight of the day before the rates were raised. But
there is no uneasiness about the ultimate result of the struggle. The
American climate is a better  Protectionist "’ in its own way than any
tariffs, and nowhere between Canada and Mexico can there be found
that peculiar combination of mildness, moisture, and equable
temperature which is essential to the growth and manipulation of flax
at every stage. Irish linen will again find its way across the Atlantic,
all Customs regalations to the contrary notwithstanding.

SHIPBUILDING.

Steel shipbuilding continues most striking in its rapid increase.
Last year 94,000 tons were launched, as against 66,000 in 18go.
One firm, the famous builders of the Zewfonic and Majestic,
attained their ambition last year by launching 64,962 tons, a figure
exceeding that of any other shipyard in the United Kingdom. The
industry has spread to Londonderry, where one yard has made a very
promising beginning with 11,000 tons. Some idea of the rate of the
growth of this industry may be gathered from a glance at the figures
of five years ago, when all the Belfast yards together only launched
35,000 tons. It should be added that there are no peculiar local
advantages to account for this: every ton of coal and of iron used
has to be imported.
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RAILWAY TRAFFIC.

Another very significant increase is to be noted in the railway
vraffic returns, the three railways centring in Belfast having increased
their traffic g per cent.last year, whilst the average of increase all
over the United Kingdom in the same period was less than 1 per
cent. One little railway, the Belfast and County Down, actually
showed an increase of 50 per cent. in its passenger traffic. It is not
surprising, in view of these figures, that a project is on foot for making
a great central station in the heart of the city, with through traffic,
connecting the three lines, which now drop their passengers at an
inconvenient distance. When the further scheme, which enthusiastic
engineers believe to be not impossible, of connecting Scotland and
Ireland by a tunnel, is carried into effect, London passengers anxious
to catch the great ocean steamers will be able to get into a through
carriage at Euston, and reach Queenstown, ziz Portpatrick and
Belfast, without leaving the train.

WHISKY AND TOBACCO.

But, to come back from this somewhat distant speculation to the
ground of solid fact, pretty well every trade tells the same tale of
expansion. Whisky has been comparatively depressed, a fact which
has an element of satisfaction. The duty paid last year was
42,247,528, as against £2,128,446 in 189o. Tobacco is rising
rapidly, £678,000 being paid in duty on it last year. One well-
known firm alone paid (35,000 more in 1891 than in 18go.
Aérated waters have become a speciality, and the output is enormous,
although there are no official figures to be obtained. Oddly enough,
no one has had the enterprise to start a bottle-making establishment
and, in consequence, millions of soda water bottles have to be
imported from Germany. The natural harbour accommodation is
very bad, and the improving, widening, and deepening of the
approaches are being steadily pushed forward. Three and a-half
miles of a new deep channel were opened in 18go.

LOCAL STOCKS.

The steady rise in the value of local stocks of all kinds shows the
confidence of the commercial community, and emphasises the lesson
taught by the disastrous fall that took place in 1886, when the Home
Rule Bill was introduced Two local Banks declared dividends at
the rate of 20 per cent., and other similar concerns are not far
behind. When such results are possible under “ British tyranny’” in
Ireland, would it not be well for some of our friends to reflect
whether it would not be wiser for the rest of the country to follow
the same example, and try the effects of steady industry instead of
Constitution-tinkering ?—/[* Standard’s ”  Special  Correspondent,
April zoth, 1892.]
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CHAMBER OF COMMERCE REPORT.

At the Annual Meeting of the Belfast Chamber of Commerce on
February 18th, 1892, the President (Mr. Mitchell), referring to the
great progress of Belfast, said :—

Last year a census of the United Kingdom was taken. The
population of our city was returned as 255,896, as compared with
208,122 in 1881, an increase of 47,774, being equal to 23 per cent.,
a very striking increase, which indicates the rapid prosperity of cur
city. The inhabited houses in Belfast in 1891 were 46,432 as
compared with 34,982z in 1881, and our valuations during last year
amounted to £738,4c4, as compared with £597,913 in 1881. Our
population now exceeds that of Dublin, as according to the last
census the population of the metropolis amounted to 254,709 as
compared with 249,602 in 1881, being an increase of 5,107, which is
equal to 2 per cent. The contributions made by our city to the
Imperial Exchequer are to some extent an indication of our com-
mercial prosperity, and Belfast still occupies a very important position
in regard to the revenue collected under the Customs Department.
The following is a list of the eight principal ports of the Kingdom,
as regards revenue, and their collections under that department for
1890, the returns for the past year not being published yet :—

London ... £9,834,171. Bristol NN AT 220 445
Liverpool ... 3,263,301. Dublin ... 004,028.
Belfast™ ... 2,128,446, Leith 669,907.
Glasgow ... 1,341,435. Newcastle ... 378,319.

It will be observed that Belfast comes third on this list, the only
ports exceeding her in revenue being London and Liverpool. The
customs revenue of our port for 1891 amounted to £2,247,528, being
an increase over 189o of £119,082. If I am correct in my estimate
it follows that Belfast contributes the magnificent sum of over three
and a half millions to the Imperial Exchequer. (Applause.) The
statistics connected with our harbour give ample evidence of continued
prosperity, not only in respect to the increase of shipping, arriving
and departing, but also in regard to the increasing business transacted
by the Harbour Board. The total tonnage cleared from the port
during last year amounted to 1,931,177, as against 1,840,666 for 1890,
while the revenue of the port for last year was £121,533. This is an
exceedingly satisfactory state of affairs in respect of revenue, when we
take into account the fact that a reduction of about 2o per cent. was
made some time ago on the dues on goods. This reduction must
have caused a decrease of revenue of nine or ten thousand pounds;
and yet the total income is as high as last year, and the surplus this
year amounts to £25,674, as compared with £25,689 last year. The
value of the total property under the jurisdiction of the Belfast Harbour
Commissioners now amounts to the enormous sum of £'1,360,973.
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[RISH HISTORY IN A
HUTSHELL,

Tar people of Ireland are a very mixed race. Scarcely anything
is known of the aboriginals, but they were absorbed or wiped out
at a very early age by various waves of the great Celtic migration.
There was a further mixture of Danes long before the time of
William the Conqueror. When Henry II., with the help of two
Popes, laid hold on Ireland, he did not really conquer it. In time
the Celtic Irish got back much of the land they had lost; but the
race of English settlers was not driven out. Many learned to speak
Irish, and used Irish laws and customs. In thetime of Henry VII.
English law was only obeyed for twenty miles round Dublin, and
in a few towns on the coast.

In the time of Henry VIII. the English Church ceased to obey
the Pope ; but the people of Ireland liked the Pope better than the
King of England, and a difference of religion made matters worse
between the two countries. Queen Klizabeth, the head of the
Protestants of Furope, conquered Ireland, but did not convert the
Irish. The Protestants of Ireland are mostly descended from
Englishmen or Scotchmen who went over within the last 350 years.
The Roman Catholics consist of the Celtic Irish (mixed with
Danes), and of the descendants of those English who went over
during the 350 years between Henry II. and Henry VIII.

James 1. settled a great many of his own Scotch subjects in
the North of Ireland. Most of their descendants are Presbyterian
Protestants, like their kith and kin in Scotland. In the year 1641
the native Irish rose against the nmew settlers. In the end they
were put down by Cromwell. They had been very cruel, and when
beaten they also were treated very harshly. When Protestants ir.
later days made bad and cruel laws against the Roman Catholics,
they remembered how their fathers had been treated in 1641.
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James II., who was a Roman Catholic, tried to put down the
Protestants of Ireland with the help of a French army. The sons
of the English and Scotch settlers held the small and weak town of
Londonderry for fifteen weeks against a great army of French and
Irish. Ireland was thus preserved for England, instead of
becoming a kingdom subject to France. King William TII. went
over and won the battle of the Boyne, and since 1690 the English
power has always had firm hold of Ireland. Of the way in which
the island was ruled from that year to 1800 no Englishman can be
proud. Ireland suffered from two penal codes, one commercial, the
other religious.

As early as 1663 Ireland was prevented by an English law
from sending cattle to England. The price of a cow at once fell
from fifty shillings to ten shillings, and that of a common korse or
pony from thirty shillings to one shilling. Later on, nearly every
kind of Irish industry was destroyed by English laws. The people
of the South and West found that spinning and weaving wool paid
them best. All their profits were taken away by bad laws, and
they almost gave up their business in despair. In the North it
paid to grow flax and to make linen, because very little linen was
made in England, and so there was not much jealousy about it ;
but even the linen trade did mot escape the effect of hard laws.
In those days it was thought that a country grew rich by making
other countries poorer. It is now known that every country which
grows rich makes others rich also. Pitt was the first great English
statesman who knew this. In 1785 he tried to do what he
could to revive Irish trade; but he was opposed both by the
manufacturers in England and by the patriots in the Irish
Parliament who were led by Grattan. He found that there was
no chance of getting Ireland fairly treated except by a Union.
So much for trade.

When the English and Protestant party in Ireland found, after
1690, that it had quite gained the battle, it began to look about for
means to keep the country for ever. The excuse for these Protestants
is that the Roman Catholics had gained power in 1641 and in 1689,
and that they had used that power to plunder and oppress. And
so, instead of trying to make friends of the Roman Catholics by
treating them kindly, they try to keep them down by hard laws.
Everything was done to prevent them from having or keeping
land, and it thus has come to pass that the owners of land
are mostly Protestants, while most of the farmers are Roman
Catholics. They were allowed no votes or seats in Parliament
It was made very hard for them to put their children to school.
They could not serve in the army or navy. The very practice of
their religion was at most winked at. Of course, great numbers
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went away, many of these became soldiers in the French service,
and did England a great deal of harm. The battle of Fontenoy
was won for the French in 1745, chiefly by these Irish exiles, and
George II. exclaimed, * Cursed be the laws that deprive me of such
soldiers!”

In the Irish Parliament the House of Commons contained
500 members, of these 116 were named by 25 owners of boroughs.
One Lord named 16, another 14, and so on. By means of bribes,
places, or peerages, the Government could always command a
najority. Little more than 50 members could be considered really
independent. The Lord Lieutenant was named in England, and he
and his Secretary had all the real power. Until 1782 no law could
le passed without having been fully approved in England. The
lad laws made must not, therefore, be laid on the Irish Protestants
enly : England must bear her share of the blame.

In 1782, by the repeal of “ Poynings’ Act,” the Irish Parlia-
went was made free by law. But it was not really free.
¢ Grattan’s Parliament > was formed of Protestants only, and was
cuite an aristocratic one. The Lord Lieutenant was still able by
wribes to manage the House of Commons. Sometimes for a
noment it got beyond him, and then it was proved that an English
.nd an Irish Parliament could never get on together. In 1788
icorge I1I. went mad. Pitt and the English Parliament were
weady to make the Prince of Wales Regent, but only on certain
.onditions: the Irish Parliament wished to make him Regent
vithout any conditions at all. The King’s sudden recovery alone
revented a breach between the two countries. The eighteen years
laring which “ Grattan’s Parliament”’ lasted are often said to have
»een happy ones. It is hard to sce how this can have been, for
here were two French invasions and one bloody rebellion in that
:hort time. If the people were happy, why did they rebel, and
why did they invite the French over?

After the rebellion of 1798 Pitt saw there must be a Union.
[t is said that it was carried by force and fraud, and there is some
ruth in this. But the Irish Parliament was managed by threats
wd bribes, and it was put an end to in the same way. Indeed,
yribes were given on both sides, for the owners of boroughs did not
ike to lose their ill-gotten property. The great mistake was that
he Roman Catholics were not fully freed at the sametime. Many,
perhaps most of them, were for the Union, because they thought it
would give them seats in Parliament, admission to the army and
navy, and every other right. Pitt wished to give them all, but
George IIT. would not allow him. The King was honest, but
narrow, and he thought it would be a breach of his oath. The very
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idea drove him mad again. Then followed the fearful war with
France, and the Irish Catholics were forgotten for years.
Daniel O’Connell gained their rights for them in 1829. It is the
unhappy fact that force and mnoise huve often gained rights for
Ireland which were denied to reason.

The famine of 1847 was caused by the failure of the potato
crop. The population had grown to nearly nine millions. The
land was divided into very little holdings, and when the potatoes
failed the people starved, at least 250,000 perished of hunger. or of
fever caused by want of food ; after that, great numbers went to
America and Australia. The population is now under five millions,
but the people are much better off than they ever were. By Acts
passed in 1860, 1870, and 1881, a great deal has been done for the
tenant-farmer. In 1885 and 1888 it was made very easy for themn
to buy their farms: The landlords pay all the tithes. The law is
now much less in favour of landlords in Ireland than in England.
Labourers earn twice the wages that they earned forty years ago.
Then they went with bare feet, now they are well clothed. Their
houses are much better than they used to be.

The history of Treland clearly proves that the people cannot be
trusted to do real justice to each other. Differences of religion and
old memories are too strong. The State Church was abolished in
1869, so that there is now no excuse for talking about ¢ Protestant
Ascendancy.” England is greatly to blame for the past, and it is her
duty now to keep the peace between the different parties in Ireland.
What that country really wants is even-handed justice, firmness,
and patience.
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“Ihe Baptst”

ON THE DUTY OF

ENGLISH NONCONFORMISTS.

NDER the head ¢“Surrender and Despair,” the following
article appears in Zhe Baptist, of April 8th, 1892, the
organ of the Baptist Denomination :—

Home Rule for Ireland must needs be a prominent feature
at the impending General Election, but it is becoming increasingly
doubtful whether it will form the one plank upon which Mr.
Gladstone and his followers stake their political fortunes. The
humour of the electors, gauged by the experienced judgment of old
Parliamentary hands, is the factor that will doubtless determine
that point. Meanwhile, one thing is certain: the Irish Question
grows in gravity in proportion as, aside from the attitude of mere
partisanship, we come to examine and reflect upon its moral and
religious issues. The cheap and delusive banter about stirring
sectarian animosities dare not deter

CHRISTIAN VOTERS

from the duty of looking facts in the face, and particularly of
weighing probabilities and possibilities concerning the effect
of proposed legislative measures upon the work and prospects of
any section of the Church of Christ.

Mr. Gladstone’s name is recognised by cute politicians as
one to conjure with in dealing especially with English Noncon-
formists. We are even being twitted about the elasticity of the
“ Nonconformist Conscience,” which could, in recent years, wink
at “ wholesale lying, flagrant dishonesty, and murder,” carried
on under the auspices of Irish political associations, although we
have raised a righteous storm against the personal immorality of
certain individual leaders. 'Whatever semblance of truth may
underlie these charges at least forms a reflection upon our
traditional jealousy for right and truth, and therefore forcibly
appeals to our spiritual instinct when determining

OUR DUTY AT THE NEXT POLLING BOOTHS.
Not only the immediate interests of Ireland, but our national
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honour and destiny are dependent upon the decision to be then
made. That we write, therefore, under a sense of grave respon-
sibility, unaffected by mere party claims, goes, we trust, without
saying.

In suggesting serious doubt about the wisdom of conceding
the plain and recently-reiterated demand of the Irish Parliamen-
tary party, as Mr. Gladstone and Sir William Harcourt leave us
to infer they are prepared to do, it is, perhaps, sufficient answer
to any reflection upon our motives to remind our critics that our
doubt has been all along shared by such distinguished Liberals
as John Bright, Charles Haddon Spurgeon, Dr. McLaren,
Dr. Donald Fraser, Dr. Dale, Dr. Allon, Revs. W. McArthur,
W. M’Cullogh, Edward White, Arthur Mursell, and many
others. These honoured brethren, more jealous for the triumph
of principle than of party, have, with unvarying consistency,
continued, from the moment when Mr. Gladstone’s remarkable

HOME RULE PROPOSAL OF 1886

saw the light, and was so quickly demolished, to protest against
the grievous wrong and obvious ill-consequences of any such
measure. Mr. Spurgeon did not hesitate to say in writing that
he considered the whole scheme “as full of dangers and absur-
dities as if it came from a madman.” He declared the plan to
be clearly unworkable. “We cannot,” he added in a later
deliverance, ‘“look forward with any complacency to Ulster
loyalists abandoned, and an established Irish Catholic Church,
and yet they are by no means the greatest evils which we foresee
in the near future should the suggested policy ever become fact.”
New and significant emphasis is given to the honest and unbiassed
opinions of such men as

MR. SPURGEON and MR. BRIGHT,

who, instead of recanting their belief, seem to have tenackously
held it until death sealed their testimony—by the events of the
last few days.

English, Scotch, and Welsh Nonconformists would be false
to their fraternal professions if they refused calmly to ponder the
solemnly urgent manifesto and appeal now addressed on behalf
of almost every one of the ggo non-Episcopal ministers in Ireland
to their brotherhood within the United Kingdom. They state
that the events which have occurred in Ireland since 1886 have
strengthened them and their churches in their  resolute oppo-
sition to a Dublin Parliament, where it is plain, from recent
internecine struggles between

THE PARNELLITES and ANTI-PARNELLITES,
that the tremendous influence of the priesthood would be
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paramount. ¢ The effects of such clerical interference in the
sphere of politics in other countries confirm us in the judgment
that under a Home Rule Government the interests and liverties
of the Irish people, and especially of Irish Protestants, would be
insecure. The struggle between Catholics and Protestants would
be intensified, and the eventual result would be the all but
certainty of civil war of a most sanguinary character.” The
memorialists—for such in the most real sense they are—declare
Mr. Gladstone’s scheme to be degrading to them as citizens, as
well as dangerous to

THE INTERESTS OF THE EMPIRE,

and they conclude in the following importunate terms:—“We
claim the aid of our brethren in England and Wales in our
resistance of Mr. Gladstone’s policy—a policy which we hold to
be one of surrender and despair; and we appeal with the
utmost confidence to the descendants of the Nonconformists of
1662 to put an end at the coming General Election, for at least a
generation, to attempts such as Mr. Gladstone has made to dis-
integrate and destroy the unity and glory of the Empire and our
Queen.” Thisremarkable addressis signed by N. M. Brown, D.D.,

R. J. Lynd, D.D., John James M’ (.,luro Presbyterians ; (reorvft
Cron, Indepen(lent; William Usher, M.D., Baptist; and \Vesley
Guard, Methodist.

We learn by way of explanation of these names that
Dr. N. M. Brown is the Moderator (or chairman) for the present
year of the General Assembly—the Supreme Court—of the Irish
Presbyterian Church, which numbers almost half a million of the
people of Ireland. He is a Radical, and is and was a tenant-
righter long before the majority of Nationalists had dreamed of
such a thing as tenant-right. Dr. Lynd is an ex-Moderator of
the General Assembly, and probably the most eloquent non-
Episcopal minister in Ireland. He has been a Liberal all his
days. Mr. Wesley Guard is an eloquent Wesleyan Methodist,
and is representative of the Methodist community. Dr. Usher
is the well-known Baptist pastor of Belfast,
and is certainly entitled to speak for our
Baptist community. Mr. Cron is an Independent
minister of repute in Belfast, and Mr. M'Clure is Secretary of the
Presbyterian Representation Association, and famous for his
thorough knowledge of Irish affairs.

To whatever shade of party politics our readers may belong
we can do no other than urge upon them

THE IMPERATIVE CHRISTIAN DUTY

ot pausing to weigh arguments from brethren with whose supreme
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objects the glory of God and the highest welfare of their country
and their feliow-men they are necessarily in accord. Political
prejudices and passions must be ruled out of court. These Irish
representatives of our own religious kin are one with us also in
Liberal sympathies. They have proved this by a valorous struggle
throughout the century, side by side even with their Catholic
countrymen, for equal civil and religious rights; but they foresee
that, unless their British Nonconformist brethren intervene, they
are doomed by way of melancholy reward to spend the twentieth
century in a hopeless struggle against a new
ascendency—an ascendency stained with
robbery, violence, cruelty, and blood.

Tothe Contemporary Review for April Mr.R.T.Reid, Q.C.,M.P.,
contributes an article on

‘““FORMS OF HOME RULE.”

He traverses, from Mr. Gladstone’s point of view, well-worn
ground, and at last makes the naive general confession that It
Home Rule is to be given at all, it must be in such a form that
the British Parliament, while retaining its inalienable supremacy,
should leave Ireland really to manage her own concerns.” But
he omits to state that the venerable ex-Premier has himself failed
to produce even the darkest outline of any reasonable and work-
able plan on these lines, and has, in fact, acknowledged that any
such plan ¢ it passes the wit of man to conceive.” Either we
must close our eyes to history, as well as to
the condition of all Rome-ridden countries
to-day, or we must acknowledge that
dominant priestism is everywhere the curse
of the age—a vast system for crushing
religious liberty, and an engine for destroy-
ing every man’s inalienable right of individual
conscience. So that the conclusion of our
Irish Nonconformist brethren is incontest-
ably established; it is not the wild imagina-
tion of fevered alarmists, but the timely
warning of faithful warriors in the battle of
the Lord, when they describe the political
horizon as betokening nothing less than
““surrender and despair.”
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AN APPEAL TO

ENGLISH PRESBYTERIANS.

The English Presbyterian Synod met at the Central Hall,
Birmingham, on April 27th, 1892, Rev. Dr. Jounstoxg, Moderator,
in the chair :—

Rev. Dr. WYLIE, having been welcomed as a deputy from the Church in
Ireland, said it would be curious if he did not say something on that occasion
about Home Rule in Ireland—(no, no)—which was a subject so deeply affecting
the welfare of those whom he had left. (Cries of ¢“No, no,” and ¢ Order,
order.”) That was not what he had expected from the English Presbytcrian
Synod. (¢‘ Hear, hear,” and applause.) Surely no one was afraid to hear the
testimony of an Irishman on such a subject? (‘‘No, no,’ and ‘“No politics.”)
It was not politics. (Oh, oh.) He knew it was a question about which good
people differed widely and warmly, and which one felt a certain diffidence in
speaking freely upon, even in a free assembly. (Hear, hear.) But he thought
that in the Synod, which was accustomed to fair and free discussion, they would
bear with a brief statement on the subject. (“No, no,” and cries of ‘“Order.”’)

The MODERATOR appealed for order, as considerable confusion prevailed,
with the remark that it was very unbecoming to treat the deputy from Ireland in
that way—it was not like Englishmen to do so, and certainly not like Presbyterians.
(* Hear, hear,” and loud applause. )

An ELDER rose to make a protest, but was met with cries of disapproval, and
for a few minutes there was a considerable amount of disorder.

Dr. McCAw said he could testify that if any of those present were addressing
the Irish Synod they would be treated with courtesy, whether their opinions were
agreed to or not. (Loud applause.) He was sure Dr. Wylie would not do
anything to give offence to any reasonable man.

Dr. DyKEs said that Dr. Wylie came as a representative of a sister Church,
and it was always the practice to hear with courtesy what the deputy had to say.
(Hear, hear.) No doubt he would confine himself to the religious, rather than the
political, aspect of the case. It would be unbecoming on the part of the Synod to
refuse to hear him, and it would be no less unbecoming if expressions of dissent or
assent were indulged in on political questions. (Loud applause.)

Dr. WYLIE said he would promise any member of the Synod a fair and full
hearing in a gathering of the Irish Church. Besides, those present did not know
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which side he was going to take. (Laughter, and cries of ‘‘No side.”) From the
point of view of the General Assembly he represented there was only one side to
the question for which anything could be said ; indeed, there was practically only
one opinion among

ALL THE PROTESTANTS OF IRELAND,

and that was that evil, and only evil, would come of Home Rule in any form.
(Loud cries of dissent.) Let them not suppose it is only the Orange party who
felt thus, or the old ascendancy party, or a party who wanted any exceptional
privileges for themselves. No ; those for whom he spoke were almost, without
exception, genuine Liberals They were largely the men who joined hands with
the Roman Catholics in seeking the redress of their wrongs in the past, in
demanding the removal of all civil disabilities,and in bringing about religious
equality in our land. They were the men who followed heartily and loyally
Mr. Gladstone for years, who still feel and acknowledge that they owe him an
undying debt of gratitude—(*‘ hear, hear,” and applause)—for what he has done
for Ireland, who feel that by the Ballot Act, the Irish Church Act, and the Land
Acts he practically emancipated Ireland, and converted a nation of serfs into one
of freemen. But all that action on the lines of justice and freedom in the past
made them wonder all the more that the same man would now turn round aud
propose the establishment of another, a greater, a more intolerable tyranny than
any that he had removed— (‘¢ Question, question ”)—that he would now not ask
but require them to bend their necks to a still more galling yoke, and to give over
their lives and liberties to the rule of a power, which, wherever supreme, had been
the foe of enlightenment, of individual rights and liberties, the enemy, always and
everywhere, of ¢‘civil and religious liberty.” (Interruption and calls for order.)
He need not say he was not there to speak for the ¢‘stand-still’’ or *‘do-nothing
party, nor for the representatives of the old privileged party. They wanted no
rights that they were not prepared to extend to all. They asked for no ascendancy
over any class, but strongly objected to be made subject to or placed at the mercy
of any. They were ready to support any reform which would still further promote
justice to all, and confer real benefit upon all. They were ready for action in the
direction of local government and a further extension of land purchase, and for
the abolition of the Lord-Lieutenancy ; and that old-school Castle government,
through which it was impossible to get all-round justice, and which was an
unnecessary offence to many. But they held firmly that it would not be safe in
their divided country, with its history and bitter memories, to give legislative and
executive powers to a government in which one party and Church was beund to
rule over the others. It was not in human nature, still less in the spirit and
methods of Rome, not to take advantage of such a position, to use without abusing
such power. It would not be wise or safe to trust any Church in such a case.
They held that

THE IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT,

which has done much in recent years to remedy the wrongs of the past, could
give all they needed in the way of reforms, and could see to it that the
privileges bestowed were fairly distributed and equally enjoyed. Under all
these circumstances it was surely natural that they should object to be robbed,
perforce, of the rights and privileges of citizenship in this great empire—of
the protection, the justice, and the fostering care which the Imperial Parliament
alone could secure to them—and handed over to a Government which was
sure to be dominated by one party, to be used as the instrument of one
varty ; and that one, as the world knew, the persistent hater and detractor of
IEnglﬂnd, the practised suppressor of intellectual, social, and religious freedom
(Hear, hear.) Were this only a question of party politics, or were this an
ordinary occasion, he should not speak thus. But representing a
great Church, whose interests were so virtually con-

158]




3

cerned, and addressing a sister Church with less
opportunity of knowing the facts, yet soon to be
called upon to take a responsible part in deciding the
issue, ke felt bound to present plainly the mind of the assembly on the subject,
to ask his hearers calmly to consider their opinions, and, in due time, should they
see it right, to give practical effect to them. (Loud applause.)

The MODERATOR said he was sorry that there had been any interruption.
He was sure Dr. Wylie would see at once that the subject he touched upon was
one that touched many in the assembly to the very quick, and, therefore, it was not
to be wondered at that there was some expression of opinion at the outset. It
might have been feared that the Synod would, in the public prints, be in some
measure committed by what was said, and, therefore, there was some anxiety felt
as to what the speaker would say. Ile was sorry that there had been anything
which looked like unseemly interruption to the representative of a sister Church.
(Loud and general applause. )—ZBirmingham Post. April 28th, 1892.

THE IRISH PRESBYTERIAN MANIFESTO.

The following Manifesto was issued in December, 1890,
by the Committee of the General Assembly of the Irish
Presbyterian Church to the Presbyterian Churches in Scotland,
and their Nonconformist Brethren in England :—

This body of opinion deserves to be carefully weighed by our brethren in
Great Britain. The section of the population from which it emanates is
industrious, law-abiding, and progressive, embracing a large proportion of
Liberals, and among these many who were foremost in the advocacy of Mr.
Gladstone’s great measures dealing with the Church and the land. Legislation,
which secures the rights, and tends to promote the welfare of all the people,
irrespective of religious creed or political party, has our hearty support.

THE PRESBYTERIANS OF IRELAND

have no political privileges that are not enjoyed by the rest of the Irish people.
We live under precisely the same laws, and in some respects under less favourable
circumstances than our Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen. A well-considered
measure of local government would be welcomed by us, but we believe that only
the Imperial Parliament is competent to give to Ireland whatever remedial
legislation the interests of the whole country may require. Irish Presbyterians have
from the first offered strenuous opposition to the establishment of a separate
Parliament and Government for Ireland. From our intimate acquaintance with
the condition of affairs in Ireland, we are fully convinced that

A HOME RULE PARLIAMENT

would injuriously affect the educational, social, and commercial progress of the
whole community, whilst it would place in jeopardy the exceptional prosperity of
Ulster, and the civil and religious liberties of Irish Protestants, Our conviction
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of the evils that would ensue has been defined by our knowledge of the history of
the Home Rule movement. The advocacy of that cause has been attended by
Sabbath desecration, intimidation, lawlessness, and outrage, for which the leaders
are largely responsible. Recent events have directed attention to the true
character of the movement. It is highly significant that, in face of the moral
indignation of all right-thinking men,

THE NATIONALIST PARTY,

poth at Dublin and at Westminster, condoned the immorality of their leader, and
maintained that he was not to be disqualified for the leadership on account of his
private life They rallied round him with fresh enthusiasm, and sneered at the
interference of English Nonconformists as impertinence. We <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>