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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION. 

Since the first edition of this work appeared, many important events 
have taken place. It is not, however, intended here to discuss those events, 
or the controversies to which they have given rise. The additions which 
will be found at the end of the book are inserted in furtherance of the 
original design of the compiler, namely, to throw light upon the methods 
of the Irish Land League and its Leaders, and the arguments used by the 
latter in Ireland and in the British Parliament. 

Several points to which attention has recently been called seem capable 
of further elucidation, and for the sake of convenience they have been 
dealt with separately, instead of being appended to the chapters to 
which they might specially be ref erred. 

H. o. ARNOLD FORSTER. 

l} I I' 
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THE TRUTH ABOUT TIIE LAND LEAGUE. 

CHAPTER I. 

INTRO DUCTORY. 

"Though a young member of the 'Vhig party, I will venture to speak in the 
name of the whole body. I tell the honoural le and learned gentleman, that the ame 
spirit which sustained us in a just contest for him will su lain us in an equally ju ·t 
contest against him Calumny, abuse, royal displeasure, popular fury, exclusion 
from office, exclusion from Parliament. we were ready lo endure them all, rath ·r 
than that he should be less than a British subject. 'vVe never will suffer him to 
be more."-llfacaulay's Speecli on 11/otion for Repeal of t/1e U11i(l11. in answer to 
O' Comull. 

I TROOUCTORY-SOURCRS OF I ' FORMATTO ' -PROBABLE CRITICISMS-THE!lt 

VALUE-QUESTION AT I s n :-RE PO . 113ILITY OF LEADERS-IRISH POINT OF 

VIEW-THE LEADERS OF Tl!E LA D LEAGUE. 

A few words of introduction arc necessary in submitting this 

pamphlet to the publ ic. It is not, and does not pretend to be, 

exhaustive. No complete history of the Irish Land I ,cague can be 
written until its secret history is before the world ; and that is not likely 

to be for a long tirn to come. It is safe, however, to prophesy that 
when it does see th light, the r putation of the organization which it 

describes will not be improved. 
M anwl1ile, there are many sources of information already available, 

. and it is from these sources, and from these alone, that the passages 

1 contained in the following pages are taken. With few exceptions 

t the extracts are from documents published by, or with the authority 

wf, the Land League. The quotations from speeches are in nearly 

c every instance from sworn reports whic!-1 have been put in evidence 

rnnd never challenged. The correctr.ess of the quotation, the effect of 

tthe context, and the circumstances of the publication, can in every 

i instance be yenfied by any member of the public. It must not be 
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supposed that because the passages selected are short or few in 
number their paucity or brevity is due to an1 failure in the supply. 
The contrary is the case. The Land League has raised up for itself 
:rn indestructible monument in the literature which it has created 
That literature is voluminous, but it is uniform in its character. What 
its character is it is the object of this pamphlet to show. 

One word may be added in anticipation of the criticisms which are 
tolerably certain to be made upon this compilation. It will be said 
that to devote attention to the coarseness and brutality of a few men, 
is to indicate forgetfulness of the circumstances which make that 
coarseness and brutality a danger and a curse. 

Of course, the argument is illogical, but that has not prevented its 

doing duty very frequently in the past; nor is it likely to prevent it in 
the future. But, indeed, whatever weight there is in the proposition 
that the unhappy past of Ireland is in the main responsible for her 
unhappy present, it is wholly in favour of the expediency of making 
as clear as possible how the traditions of that unhappy past are being 

aggravated and traded upon for the purpose of rendering doubly sure 

an unhappy future. 
It will be no answer to the strictures which the subsequent passages 

may seem to imply, to say that without English tyranny there would 
not now be Irish crime. That is a truism, but that is not the point. 
The point is whether the so-called leaders of the Irish people have or 
have not used the expressions and given the advice attributed to them 

in these pages; whether, granting that they did so, the expressions 
which they used and the advice they proffered were not coarse, brutal, 
md criminal, calculated to bring about the very consequences which, 

::>eyond all controversy, invariably followed them. 
For the unfortunate people of Ireland, to whom want, oppression, 

and the sense of injustice are realities, and who, above all, are ignorant of 
the wider learning of the world, of the feeling of Englishmen towards 

them, and of the desire of England to befriend them; for those whose sole 
idea of what is passing outside their own localities comes through the 
lying columns of worthless journals, every excuse ought to be made, and 
indeed is made. But what is to be said in favour of those who, 
removed from the madness which comes from despair, and free from 

the perverted ideas of morality which are the fruit of ignorance, have 
dared deliberately to inflame the vilest passions, and to pander to the . 
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iowcst desires of the men whom by every reason of patnot1sm, ot 

honesty, and of humanity, they were bound to elevate and to protect? ( 1.) 
Once more the question is : Did the men referred to in these pages 

say and do the things th erein attributed to them ? If so, did they say 

them and do them deliberately and of malice aforethought? 

Lastly : One remark as to the invariable stock argument about 

ta ing the Irish point of view in these matters. Once for all, as far as 

these men are concerned, there is no Irish point of view. Even within 

those limits to which with some justice the doctrine may be applied, 

it has been terribly abused. It is true that in rare instances crimes 

have been committed in Ireland which, in the popular estimation, were 

not crimes, or, at the most, venial offences. English politicians, 

p r mpted by a charity whi h h s ov rrun its object, have sometimes 

sought to palliate the fault because they pity the perpetrator. The 

t endency is natural enough, but it is not without its perils in Ireland. 

The lax way in which Englishmen have at times allowed themselves to 

speak of acts of vengeance for real or fancied injuries committed in 

Ireland, has done an infinity of harm among a people who are certainly 

not too ready to appreciate the enormous difference between the 

infl iction of the sentence of death und r the sanction of a court of law, 

and the killing of any human being, however guilty, by an unauthorised 

and irresponsible fellow-creature. 

But whatever may be the moral guilt of those who offend against the 

law ur.der a fancied claim of right, there is surely no question about 

that of those who not only know every intricacy of the law, but are able 

to protect themselves by it when they please, and to influence public 

opinion in their cause, and are at liberty to choose without interference 

any and every method of relief save the one which they have 

deliberately preferred to adopt. 

It is right also that the world should realise who the leaders of this 

Irish Land League really are. Some of them, it is true, are Irishmen 

others are not; but there is scarcely one among the number who, by his 

education, by his position, or by his occupation, has not acquired ample 

opportuni ties nf studying the past history and present condition of his 

(1.) This is how a leading member of the Land League speaks of the relations 
between England and Ireland : " I will not mince my words, and I say that th e one 
prevailing and unchangeable passion between Ireland and England is the passion of 
hate."-Jl,fr . . :ex /on, JIIP., at tlie meeting of tlie Central Land League in Dui li1i, 
October 14tlt, 1881. 
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country from the outside. For them the excuses, which are perhap!!: 
justly to be made for the ignorant and suffering tenantry of the West of 
Ireland, are not available. Brought up, many of them, with the same 
advantages, and under the same conditions as the representatives of 
English constituencies, they deserve the same measure of justice as 
those representatives receive, and no more. If it be true that their 
countrymen are prone to be led away into the commission of outrage, it 
was their duty to denounce outrage in terms that could not be mi~taken. 
If it be true that the history of the past has sown hatred between 
England and Ireland, it was their duty to join with the people of 
England, who for forty years have been striving to remove the causes of 
that hatred. If it be true that they bad their country's welfare at 
heart, it was their duty to repudiate the doctrine of public plunder thn.t 
their countrymen have been urged to accept. Have they done any of 
these things? That is the question which the following pages may help 
us to answer. 

It is usually considered that no greater service can be rendered to a 
politician or to a party than to give publicity to the views which they 
entertain, and to the objects which they have in view. It is intended 
in these pages to perform this friendly office on behalf of those 
politicians and of that party whose words, methods, and actions are 
therein recorded. 

It is the aim of the compiler throughout to allow the facts as far as 
possible to speak for themselves, and to reproduce, whenever pra tic

able, the actual words, whether written or spoken, of the persons whose 
careers it is intended to illustrate. Fortunately it is not difficult to 
obtain a vast amount of information without transgressing these 
limits. The literature of the Land League is abundant, and the 
extracts which have been made from that literature in this work arc, 
as has been said, in all cases capable of verification, and if need be of 
~orrection. 

The Irish National Land League has appealed to the world upon 
the justice of its cause, and the purity of its methods. It is at least fair 
that the world should have the opportunity of forming its judgment by 
the aid, not only of the carefully selected utterances which are reserved 

for the House of Commons and for English p1atforms; but by the light 
also of the teaching which, with equal deliberation and far greater 

energy, has been inflict d upon the people of Irebnd. 
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CHAPTER II. 

THE FOUNDER OF THE LAND LEAGUE. 

BoswELL.-I can not think his intention was bad. 
Jorr. soN.-Sir, that will not do. We cannot prove any man's intention to 

be bad. You may shoot a man through the head , and say you intended to 
miss him; but the judge will orJer you to be hanged. 

BoswelI' s Life of Jo!mstnt. 

MICHAEL DAVITT-THE CHARGE AGAINST HIM-HIS TRIAL-LETTER ATTRI

BUTED TO HIM-OP! ION OF THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE-VERDICT AND SE.NTENC& 

-SUBSEQUENT CAREER OF DAVITT. 

Michael Davitt was the founder of the Irish National Land League, 
and by universal consent it appears that Michael Davitt is, of all the 
leading members of that Association, the most entitled to our esteem, 
admiration, and respect. Public opinion is probably quite correct in its 

estimate, and, apart from all other considerations, there can be 
no doubt that real suffering and real imprisonment must and 

ought to excite our sympathy, even though that suffering and that 
im risonment be justly inflicted . This is more likely to be the case 
where constant publicity brings the realities of the situation closely 

under the public observation. It is not desirable to interfere in any 
way with the existence or expression of this very commendable sentiment 

of pity. It is possible, however, for it to assume dimensions, and to 
iead us to conclusions, which the circumstances in no way warrant j and 
when a particular individual is singled out as its special object, it seems 
but natural to enquire how far we are justified in extending to 
one man, convicted under the ordinary law of the land, a sympathy 

which we are not accustomed to accord to his many companions in 

misfortune. 
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It may be as well, therefore, to recall, as simply as possible, the 
leading incidents in the trial which ended in the conviction and 
sentence of Michael Davitt. 

On the 15th July, 1870, John Wilson and Michael Davitt were 
indicted at the Old Bailey for "Treason Felony." No objections 

were made to the jury pan l on behalf of the prisoners. The judge at 

the trial was the Lord Chief Justice of England, Sir Alexander 

Cockburn. In the course of the trial the following facts appeared :-

The prisoners, according to the prosecution, had been concerned in 
forwarding to various large towns in the United Kingdom packages 
containing arms, chieAy revolvers. These arms were for the most part 

consigned to fictitiou addresses, and the jury were asked to believe 

that they were intended to be made use of in arrying on the Fenian 
movement. Evidence was given to show that Davitt had been privy to 

the projected attack upon Ch ster Ca tle, an attack which was happily 
frustrated by th e vigilance of the police. 

In the course of the trial a letter was put in by the prosecution. 

This letter was sworn to be in Davitt's handwriting. It wa in th e 
following terms :-

"Gla ·gow, \Vedne. tby. Dear Friend,-! have ju t returned from Dundee, which 
place I have left all right. Your letter of Monday I have ju tread. I have no doubt 
but wh:tt the account i correct. Jn refetence to the other affair, I hope you won't 
take any part in it whatever; I mean in the carrying of it out. If it is decided upon 
and yoa receive 'Jem"s and, through him , Fitz's consent, let it be clone by all means, 
but one thing you must remember, and that is that you arc of too much im portan ce to 
our family to be spared, even at the risk of allowing a rotten sheep to exist among 
the flock. You must know that if anything happened to you the toil and trouble of 
the last ix months will have been almost in vain. W/1oever is employed, don't let llim. 
use tlte pen wc arc and ltave been sellinu; get another for the purpose, a common one. 
I hope and trust that when I return to llian I may not hear that every man, woman, 
and child know all about it ere it occurred." 

It was proved that "a family" in the Fenian phraseology meant 

a secret society; that the "pen we have been selling" referred to 
revolvers. 

The theory of the prosecution was that this letter referred to a 

plot to murder some unknown person who was onsidercd unsafe by 

the leaders of the gang, and they maintained also that Davitt was a 

consenting, and approving, party to the execution of this plot. The 

friends of the prisoner maintained his innocence. It is impossible to 

arrive at a moral certainty about this or any other matter, but this 
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is how the question presented itself to the Lord Chief Justice m 

summing up the case to the jury :-

" If that letter was to be taken as genuine, did it convince them that it had 
reference to a Fenian scheme, or to some other measure of the deepest atrocity? It 
seemed impo ·sible to resi t the conclusion, but they must judge for themselves upon 
that point as men of the world, as men of reason and sense." 

The jury did not resist the conclusion. As men presumably of 
reason and of sense they found Davitt guilty, and with their verdi t 
the Lord Chief Justic found no difficulty in agreeing. 

In sentencing the prisoners he expressed his opinion that "Davitt 
had been convicted on evidence that could not leave the sligl1te t 

shadow of doubt on the mind of any reasonable man who 

dispassionately con-ider 'cl it. There was one thing he could 
not help regarding with a feeling of the utmost ondcmnation and 

orror, and that was, that assassination was not considered as a 
means too desperate or bad to be r sorted to when it was found 
«:onvenient to have recourse to it. That letter of DaYitt's about 
which the witness Forrester had told a story that no sensible 

nnan could believe, showed that there was some dark and ,·illainous 
design against the life of some man. The letter spoke for itself." 

The prisoners were sentenced to fifteen and five years' penal 
servitude respectively. Davitt received the longer term, and the 
difference in guilt, implied in the judge's apportionment of the punish

ment, is significant. 
It would be unnec ssary to revive the recollection of these facts were 

it not that some allusion to Davitt's antecedents seems due, by Yirtue 
of the prominent place which has been assigned to him in the organisa

tion of the Irish Land League. 

He was detected in an attempt to distribute firearms in the 

large towns of the kingdom ; he was detected m what 
the Lord Chief Justice of England and twelve jurymen 
were unanimous in believing to be a scheme of private murder. 
Our English towns were saved from the unpleasantness of having to 

suppress a Fenian outbreak, and the life of the unknown victim was 

rendered secure. 

As Davitt was fairly tried, so was he fairly and even generously 

dealt with. After serving a portion of his sentence he was released 

by the clemency oi the Crown. He chose to ally himself with an 
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association whose attributes and objects are described hereafter, but 
which, it suffices to say, boasted of its determination to elude or to defy· 

the law. He took the consequences, and must have expected to take 
them. Whether he did so or not, however, there was plainly only 
one duty before the Executive of the country, namely, to revoke the 
licence which its holder thought himself compelled to abuse. 

In justice to Davitt it must be said that he has throughout main
tained the reputation of being the most dignified and possibly the 
most entitled to respect of his colleagues. 
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CHAPTER III. 

1EACHINGS OF THE LAND LEAGUE, 1880. 

PART I. 

SPEECHES BY MEMBERS OF THE LAND LEAGUE. 

A trumpeter being taken prisoner in o. battle, be,,.ged hard for quarter. "Spare 
me, good sirs, I beseech you," said he, " and put me not to death without cause, 
for I have killed no one myself, nor have I any arms but this trumpet only." 

"For that very reason," said they who had seized him, " shall you the sooner 
die, for without the pirit to fight yourself, you stir up others to warfare and 

bloodshed."' 
Jlforal.-He who incites to strife is worse than he who takes part in it. 

A::sop's Fables. 

LA ' D LEAGUE SPEECHFS IN 1880-MR. PARNELL AT NEW ROSS-MR. RIGGAR 

()N MURDER-MR. BIGGAR ON GRAZING FARMS. 

Having said a word or two as to the founder of the Land League 

it now becomes our duty to enquire in what spirit, and by what means, 

the Institution which he created was formed and conducted. 
Here, as in all cases, it is best, because fairest, to go to the leading 

members of the Land League themselves, and learn from their mouths 

what it was that they "ere teaching to the unhappy peasantry of Ireland 

during the summer and autumn of 1880. 
Luckily, there is abundant material at hand upon which we are able 

to draw. The speeches made by the leading members of the Central 

and Local Land Leagues are on record, and have been preserved with 
a fidelity and accuracy such as only the most perfect system of short

hand writing, practised by masters in the stenographic art, could have 

achieved. In these records we shall find the information we require. 
First in point of time, first too perhaps in its mischievous brutality, 

is the well-known speech of Mr. Parnell at New Ross. The words of 
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this address have become to a certain extent historical; but the circum
stances under which they were delivered, and the rider by which they 

were accompanied, are not perhaps equally fresh in the recollection of 

the public. I t is permissible, therefore, to recall them. Speaking at 

New Ross on September 26th, 1880, almost on the grave ofa young nun 

who, though innocent of any offence, real or inuginary, had been brut::i.lly 

murdered in broad daylight j speaking within a few weeks of the event, 
and while the enquiry to which it gave rise was still in progress, the 
leader of the Land League delivered himself of these words :-

"I had wished, in referring to a sad occurrence which lo k place lalely-lh c 
shooting, or attempted 5hooting, of a land agent in this neighbourhood-I had 
wi~hed to point out tliat 1wourse to suclt measures n_f procedure is entirely unnecessary, 
and al1so!utefy prejudicial, WllERE: T!IERI!. IS A SUITABLE ORGA IZATIO A'.\[01\G 

THI!. Tl!.N NTS THE:'.1SELVES." 

As above surrgc;;tcJ, th rider is important, not as demonstrating a 

fact, but as enforcing a theory. The fact is xactly the reverse of what 

Mr. Parnell cho e to assert. The increase of crime in a district has 
invariably been in alm st exact proportion to the increase in the number 

and iokncc of the Land League meetings. So far was it from being 
the case, that the ext nsion of the Land League organization wa on

sidered an ad quate sub titute for the crime of murder, that it is true, 
to use the w rds of Mr. Gladstone, that "crime dogged the footstep of 

th.:! Land Leagu . " ·wherever the organiz::ttion was most perfc t there 
the terrorism and lawlessness were the m st complete. 

This was Mr. Parnell's first protest against murder; we shall see 

that it was not his last. His indignant denunciation di not, however, 

have much effect in dissuading his admirers from indulgence in " the 
unnecessary and prejudicial measure of procedure." 

Mr. Parnell was worthily seconded. Mr. Biggar, his colleague ancl 

ally, contributed the weight of his counsel to the comµlon fund of 
ad vice tendered to the people of Ireland by their leaders. During the 

month of October, 1880, this gentleman made several speeches to 

public meet ings in Ireland; and as · 1r. Biggar is a member of Parlia

ment, and as his utterances were endorsed by the presence of two of his 

most distinguished colleagues (Mr. Sexton and Mr. A. O'Connor), it is 
worth while to quote them at some length. 

"There is another question." said the member for Cavan, "which has been rai -ed, 
very much. The Land L eague are unfairly charged wilh the shooting of land! rcls. 
l e is no parl of the uuty of LlH! L1nd L eague to recommend the shooting of landlords. 
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f( for a great variety of reasons . They never have given any advice of the sort. Ur. 
I Hu. sey (a land agent) may be a very bad man, and plenty of other men are as bad as 
l\ l\[r. Hu sey, but I can tell you what the Land Leagrl'e can do. If anyone is charged 
v. w1lh shooting or offering violence to the landlord or his agent, it is the luty of the 
1 Land League to see that that person who is charged with the offence shall get a fair 
l1 trial. \Veil you, the members of the local Land Lea ,,.ue, can use your exertions 
/, to /;d everyt!ting in favo1tr of tlu person wlto is clurrged wit!t sucli a crime as 
s sltooling a landlord. You can take care an innocent man shall not suffer the penalty 
h he is not entitled to suffer. These are all things which are thoroughly legitimate, 
a and which you can do, and which will have the effect of bringing about a 

bcnelicial state of things.'' 

At a meeting in the same month the speaker said :-

"It is yonr duty and it is your interest to give your assistance in such a manner as 
y u can easily do-in certain ways-which m:rnner I will now poinl out to you. \Ve 

( d not recommend hooting landlord~ . Tl1at is an extreme measure, ((7l{l certainly we 
, mnnot recommmd it; and besides, it i helcl uncle irablc, for the intcre~t of the cause, 
1 thn.L it shoald be done. for t/1is reason: that w/1en sucli a thing lakes place it is 
1 /i/a:;on.:d (ort!t in all t!te Englislt newspapers, and prej/lfiice is excited in t!te Euglis!t 
, 11.zind a~·ainst f/I(: /ris!t lou111/ farmers, which i calculated to interfere to a material 
( c tent with the advocacy of my friend Mr. Parnell and others on behalf of the tenant 

f:::i. r111 cr,.; ." 

A tliir and last quotation will suffice:-

" · o,,· our worthy chairm::i.n in his speech aid that it was undesirable th::i.t anything 
i .n the II ay of violence towards the landlords should be perpetrated. OW On that 
s.ubjccc I will say this: that the Land League as a body wants to do ''hat is most 
1 >encficial. and they do not want that any violence shou ld be ofT~red to the 
Landlord· . Now one o.f t!te reasons is tltis-tltat persons w/10 liave undt:rta/.:en to sl1oot 
/(andlorcls !tave missed tlie landlord and s!tot some one w!tom t!tcy did uot intend. 

ow that is one objection which is palpable on the face of it. 
IBut there are other objection which have been raised against this agitation as a 

ody-that deeds of violence have been committed on the part of people who come 
tto Lar.d League meetings; and the result of that has been that it is calculated to 
i.mjure the c::i.use of the tenant farmers of Ireland in public opinion with tho e likely 
tto have the decision of the Irish land tenure. And you should discourage deeds of 
violence then. Then there is another objection which will undoubtedly be palpable 

tto you all. If actin;:; violently to any cla~s of people became the general thing the 
result would be that deeds of violence would become general, and then l>ring cli,,credit 

con the lrn;h people. These are reasons that are sure to be felt." 

Such are fr. Biggar's reasons against committing the crime of 

murder; they may be briefly summarised thus :-Do not commit 

murder because-I. You may miss your man. 2. You may be tri d 

by an unfair tribunal and convicted. 3. You will create a prejudice 
against you in England. 4. You may, perhaps, suffer yourselves if you 

murder too freely, because the country will become demoralised. 
But this is not quite the end of this matter. The coarse ruffianis1n 
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()f these addresses would be harmless enough in England ; and it is, 

perhaps, those who forget that what is contemptible in Englandl is 
dangerous, and known to be dangerous, in Ireland, who are disposed to 
treat l\Ir. Biggar's vile phrases as amusing whimsicalities. The 
consequence, if not the result, of one of these harangues was t:hat 
within a district twelve miles square, which had been previo sly 
tranquil, no fewer than eighty-seven outrages were committed in a few 
weeks after its delivery ! 

It is a maxim of the English law that a man must be responsible for 
ithe natural consequence of his acts. If Mr. Biggar was not aware that 
the probable consequence of such sp~eches as those quoted above wo Id 
be the actual result which followed them, he was probably the only m.an 
professing to be acquainted with Ireland and Irish feelings at the time 
1who could be accused of such ignorance. 

One more speech of Mr. Biggar s is worth quoting, for it throws sonne 
light on a crime which has not been unfrequent during the prese nt 
agitation. 

Speaking at a Land League meeting in the autumn of 1880, Ihe 

says :-

"Now you would not be justified-I can tell you this-in threatening the herd otf a 
big grazier, you would not be ju Lified in using any personal violence towards hirm ; 
! ut, as I have told you, you would be justified, and thoroughly justified, in trying to 
pe rsuade him to ieave the occupation which he then followed, and try to get one whicch 
would be less injuriou to his neighbours. (Cheers.) If this herd would refuse to take tlhe 
laudable advice of his neighbours, why then other means might be used. For instanc1e, 
the shopkeepers in the village might cease to supply him with the things he requires; ; 
he might get no assistance in any of his difficulties, and his position wouid become s o 
intolerable th at he would probably give up that occupation. Then, when the matter 
had gone so far, of course it would be inconvenient for the landlord to look after h.is 
cattle himself. (Laughter and cheers.) \ Yell then , you know, when there is no ome 
to look after the cattle, if by any means-of course I have told you before thmt 
above all things you should not attempt to maim or injure the cattlle 
of anyone, because no one could defend conduct of that sort-bmt 
I tell you what I might say on this subject, that there is no Jaw, human oir 
divine, that would force you to look after this man's cattle if you were not in hits 
employ, and if you found the cattle straying on the road it r eally would be nothin «"Y 
.criminal to avoid taking any notice of the cattle. (Laughter.) Then again, my friends;, 
suppose the stone fences-any of the stone fences along the road-side-were brokem 
down, and the holes were in them, of course you woul tl not be called upon at all to 
cepair these fences, and you would not be calkJ upon to point out to this landlord 
who is doing such incalculable injury to the coun try-to point out to him that thatt 
injury had taken place in his fence." (Laugh ter.) 
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CHAPTER IV. 

~TEACHINGS OF THE LAND LEAGUE, 1880. 

PART II. 

SPEECHES BY MEMBERS OF THE LAND LEAGUE. 

"A species of men, to whom a state of order would become a sentence of ob curily, 
a are nourished into a dangerous magnitude by the heat of intestine disturbances ; and 
it it is no wonder that, by a sort of sinister piety. they cherish, in their turn, the disorders 

which are the parents of all th eir consequence."-Burke. 

SPEECHES DELIVERED AT LAND LEAGUE MEETI 'GS-THEIR UNIFOl~:\r 

c CHARACTER-SPEECIIES HY BRENXA){ -;\[. o'suLI.lVA -R. LALOR-l\I FFENE\'

J H ARRIS- GORDON-NALLY. 

We shall now proceed to quote, with but little comment, a few other 
passages from the speeches of speakers at Land League meetings during 
the year 1880. It must not be supposed, however, for a moment that 

t the selection of a few brief portions can convey any adequate idea of the 
1 real nature of the Land League teaching during the period in question. 
' To understand properly what were the doctrines which were deliberately 
1 implanted in the minds of the Irish peasantry, it is necessary to realize 

the persistency with which they were inculcated, and the almost 
absolute uniformity of their character. No isolated indiscretion, no 
single recommendation made in the beat and excitement of the 
r oment, would deserve to occupy our attention. But here there is 

either haste nor excitement. The same unfailing incitements to crime 

. a.nd to dishonesty occur over and over again with "damnable iteration," 
aried only by fresh extravagances .of false illustration and misplaced 

me aphor, which at once stamp them as being the prepared and 

1 considered utterances of the speakers. Only by wading through page 
a1fter page and volume after volume of the oratory of the Land League 
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spokesmen, can a just idea be formed of the flood of poison that ro111ed 
over Ireland during the first year of Mr. Parnell's agitation. 

We will begin with a few passages from the speeches of the 
Secretary of the Land League, ),fr. Drennan (r). These are his 
words:-

"From next Tuesday mornin6 every man in thi., assemblage, every man in Irelmnd , 
h as a right to have a gun (cheers), and not only has a right to have a gun, for you 
always had that right, but you ltave now a right to sho w it; and before many we!eks 
will have 1Jassed a;.uay you will l1ave a right to use it. You will have a right to u ·e 
it in shooting the rabbit s and the hares (cheers); so I trust you will no longer live~ on 
Indian meal, but that you will have something better in the pot. (Laughter :and 
cheers.)" (2). 

Again, he says :-

" \Veil, I do not know whether I am preaching Communism or not, hut if it be 
Communism to say that the earth was made by od for the people, an<l that the 
people have as much r ight to th e earth as th e free air of heaven , th en I aim a 
Commu nist, and I glory in it. (Cheers.) W e had a good deal lately abo:i t givinITT to 
Cresu.r that which belongs to C::esar. l\Iost readi ly and heartily do we accept tlhaU: 
doctrine; but if Ca?sar is to get his <lue what compensation are Irish lan <l lords> t , 
give you? Unfortunately they cannot restore some of the things of which they h mve: 
robbed you. They cannot restore the many happy homes in the land. They canmot 
restore the two millions of your people whom they murdered in '47; and this is tthe 
inst itution and these are the men that some land reformers told us that we sholllld 
make a fixity in the country. France, wl1~n site was getting slmt of lier la11d!orrds, 
u'id not give tlum twenty years' compmsation. No ; site gave tliem twenty feet of a ro1pe. 
(Cheers.) We are the followers of Stein; we want to accompli . h a peacL.ful 
revolution." (3.) 

A little later on he appears inclined to abandon strict adherence tto 
the policy of Stein, for he says:-

"\Vhen I think of these things I ask myself and I ask you what compensation :ure 
Irish landlords entitled to? 

'A Voice: Nothing. 
"Mr. Thomas Brennan :\\'hen I advocate the programme of the Land League, amd 

ask you to adopt it, I do injustice to my own feelings, for I believe the cornpensatiron 
most Irish landlords would be entitled to would be a prison or a rope (cheers) ffor 
having robbed or murdered the Irish people." (4) 

Mr. Malachi O'Sullivan, a very prominent member of the Lan(d 
League and a traverser at the trials, is responsible for the followin g :-

"I am here to-clay in open insurrection to landlordism in every shape or form ; yom 
must have that before you, you must have that in your mouths. If you are nmt 

(1.) Mr. Brennan was one of the signatories of Mr. Parnell's "No Rent"' 
Manifesto and a member of the Cent ral Land League. 

(2.) Teevnacreena, May 30th, 1880. (3.) Cardenstown: May 23rd. 

(4.) Rosscahill, Novembe r 14th. 
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( determined to have that you are not determined to have your rights . Who can give 
t them to you ? Organise ! Organise ! Organise ! In other countries peasant 
I proprietary has been established. In France tlie peasants were first in much the 

same way as we are. The people rose together as one man and won. Then I would 
I like to ask you people to come together, only that we are a hundred years behind the 
l French peasants ; we are not as determined as they were, but we might be. 
((Cheers.)" (1.) 

Ir. R. Lalor's words at Athy can hardly be called an effective 
1 protest against murder. As to his assertion that the Land League 
c controlled the crime, as has been shown ( 2) it is simply the contrary of 
t the fact. He says :-

"How many have been shot in this country, or deprived of their lives, since 
t this Land League commenced? No, I am convinced that only for the National 

Land League there would have been ten murders to the one since it commenced. 
Wltat we have, and wltat the Land L eague /1as to try, is to s!tow you anol/1cr road 

l besirli:s shooting tltose men , because they are not w ort!t shoot ing. ( Clteers.) Recollect 
who these poor wretches are, these landlords. They are foreigners. You can judge 

' of who they are by the people who gave them a footing here." (3.) 

Mr. Muffeney has the merit of being frank. This is his advice, given 
in the name of the Land League :-

"The Land League counsels you to hold the harvest, and pledge yourselves, before 
God and your country, that you will not take a farm from which another has been 
evicted. You can carry and use gum and pistols. You may shoot ground game and 
.overground game, such as rattlesnakes, whic!t you may point your gun at, and zf they 
bite sl1 oot them." (4) 

On~ other passage may be quoted here, although the speech in which 
it was contained was delivered at a much later date than those hitherto 
referred to. The words are those of Mr. Boyton, (S) the organiser of the 
Land League, and were spoken on the 5th March, i 88 r. They were as 
!follows:-

,/'\ "We have seen plenty of landlords and agents that deserve to be shot at any 

l 
man's hands. I have always denounces! the commission of outrages by night, but 
meet him in the broad daylight, and if you must blow out !tis braim, blow them out 
i111 the daytime. . . . If the police come at night and you have an old musket or 

'-an old pistol, and your wife or daughter is frightened, you can blow out his brains." I 

It is not necessary to continue these quotations, nor need we waste 
much time in recalling the brutal recommendations of such persons as 
1Harris1 Gordon, and Nally. Had it not been that their services were 

(1.) Finea, May 27th, 1880. (2.) P. 10. (3.) Athy, October 10th. 
(4) Knockmore, October 31st. 

(5.) Member of the Executive of the Central Land League. Messrs. Egan, 

I I 

.Sheridan, and Boyton are the gentlemen whose services have been proffered by 
Captain O'Shea, on behalf of Mr. Parnell, as persons "who would use all their 

·•exertions, if placed in a position to do so, to advance the pacification of the country." 
It must be allowed that if the Triumvirate are half as successful in laying the wind as 
they have been in raising it, their efforts are likely to produce most happy results.
S ee Letter of Captain O'Shea to the Times, May 19th. 

) 
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throughout the agitation accepted by the Land League ; were it not that. 
they spoke openly and frequently at Land League meetings; and were 
it not that no rebuke of any kind from those who led the agitation ever· 
reached them, they might be passed over as altogether too contemptible 
for notice. Remembering, however, the facts stated above, and remember
ing too that the counsels which they were permitted to give in the nam 
of the Land League were faithfully followed over and over again, by 
those to whom they addressed themselves, it is perhaps best to give a 
few specimens of what they actually said. 

Mr. P. J. Gordon, speaking at Abbcyknockmoy on the 3rd 
October, speaks thus :-

"Well when I arrived in lonl ur I had the pleasure of hearing that some great 
land robber [ Lord Mountmorre J wa murder d or hot him elf." 

Again, he says:-

"There has been a returr. a ked in the House of Commons the other night for the 
number of cattle slaughtered in Ireland maliciously the last two years. I say lite cowardlv 
fellow wlto would slaughter tl1c s/1cep belonging to t!te landlord would not have tlze coura.1e 
to slaug!tter t/ie landlord !timse!f I tell yol! I'd neither injure the ·heep nor cow of 
the land robber who threw me on the world to starve. I would say with the fellow 
who had his white trouseril de troyecl by a mad dog, '.I will neit!ter beat you n:Jr 
abuse you, but I will cry mad dog till llie people hunt you down and kill you.· " ( r ) 

It is interesting to know what is considered the appropriate treatment 
for a "mad dog " in Ireland, for at a me ting at which 1r. Dillon, 
M.P., Mr. O'Kell'y, M.P., Mr. Brennan, and .Mr. Walsh were present, 

we find a gentleman who lays down the unwritten law in the following 

terms:-

"One passage of the resolu tion must apply to everyone, that no one should take 
a farm from which anotner has been evicted. He should be as a mad dog." 

But to return to Mr. Gordon. On the 13th June we find him 
telling the people " not to pay or obey the Government of England, ( r 
any other Government which is inclined to rule you with an iron hand. 
If you are evicted the Land League will assist you." A few days later 

he says:-

"The only way that you have, to let the Government see that you are not cowards 
any longer is to arm yourselves, and if you have no way of getting the rifle sell the old 

(r.) Cahcrlistrane, Tovember qth. 
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cow and buy one. You have a privilege now to buy a gun, and if you can afford to 
pay for it, you can be a policeman in town with your gun on your shoulder." 

This is how Mr. Parnell's policemen are recruited ! 

The following passage is instructive :-
" In referring to the land sharks and land grabbers, unfortunately we have them in 

our midst. I ask you in the name of Ireland to treat them with contempt, pass them 
by, don't speak to them in the fair . (A Voice: Give them what Lord Leitrim got.) 

"Mr. J. W. Nally: You are too cowardly to do that. 

Mr. N ally's services to the Land League were frequent, and his usual 
adjuration to the people took the form of asking them to "use his 
pills "-a playful synonym for committing murder. He it was, too, who 
wished the people "to unite to scatter that blasted Government [the 
British] with dynamite and gun-cotton;" who suggested also that a 

ten shilling licence should be taken out to entitle the owners to shoot 
the police and landlords as vermin. 

But it is useless to waste any more space in reciting the utterances of 
Messrs. Gordon and Nally. They were tried, together with other Land 
League supporters, at Dublin, and discharged, the jury not being able 
to agree. They have always claimed to be ardent supporters of Mr. 
Parnell, and their services have never been disavowed. 
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CHAPTER v. 

TEACHINGS OF THE LAND LEAGUE, I88o. 

PART III. 

SPEECHES INCITING TO REBELLION AND. TREASON. 

"Everyone who is convicted of High Treason must be sentenced to be hanged by 
the neck until he is dead. 

" Everybody who in the case of felony would be an acces ory before the fact is, in 
the case of High Treason, a principal traitor." 

Digest of tl1e Criminal Law. 

Amendment to the Address proposed by Mr. Justin McCarthy, M. P. : . . "That 
this House regards with grave concern the action of the Executive in Ireland whereby 

. hundreds of your Majesty's subjects in Ireland are detained in prison 
without the right of Habeas Corpus, many of them on the alleged suspicion of 
offences for which, even if duly tried and found guilty, they could not have been 
subjected to punishment as severe as that which they have already undergone."
February 9th, 1882. 

SPEECHES BY BOYTO ' -TIRE 'NAN-WALSH- NALLY - M. O'SULLIVAN-T. D. 

SULLIVA -SHERIDAN-DILLO • 

The passages we have referred to are not by any means the most 
significant indications of the nature of this "constitutional agitation » 

which was going on till it was rudely interrupted by a "brutal and 
tyrannical Government." Again we will let the Land League speak for 
itself, and the lesser lights shall begin the recital. 

Let us commence with <:.n official of the Land League, the "Paid 
Organiser," Mr. Boyton. He says:-

"Men of the North, I ask you to-day, and I do so in tl1e name of God-in the 
name of your common country-I ask you to sound the knell of despair to the power 
of Britain. And I to-day want you to lift your voices and hands [all hands raised] to 
fight for the green soil of Erin. (Cheers.) There are great but misguided men who 
state and write that we are leaving a ide the great, glorious cause of Irish nationality, 
and occupying our attention with the lesser one. It is false. Until you can take the 
green colour, which God Almighty printed on that ground, you can never separate 
.the greater from the lesser of these glorious causes. Furthermore, I say to you that 
for the short time this movement has been on foot no leader ever gained as much for 
1us as our illustrious Parnell." 
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Again he says :-
"Now, I want to see side by side with every police barrack a good rifle club. 

You have a right to organise these clubs, and to purchase these ritles under the British 
Constitution until they make any patching or tinkering of it again, and you have also 
th right to keep the arms, and to also keep your temper, and do not allow yourselves 
to be trapped by my language, or by the inflated bombast of any other man, into 
making 'a fool' of yourselves. Do not go boa ting, but go to work honestly, 
determinedly, like men, first to create free crops, next to keep your farms until the 
sheriff comes, backed by the soldiers, for they are not policemen-(cheers)-backed by 
the aormy of occupation in Ireland. I tell you, in God's name then, that in adopting this 
resolution you are doing something serious, and more than may appear here to-day. 

ou are sending a message beyond the sea. Do not deceive them. They would if 
they could send one hundred thousand men like me, with the benefit, the advantages 
of a freeman 's education, and of a soldier's trnining-(cheers)-to help you ; but they 
«lo not think-and I do not think- you ought to be helped if you do not shew some 
d termination to be no longer like a rope of sand." (I.) 

He continues :-
"Therefore your work to-day is not agitation; it i not speeches, or bands, or 

music, or banners ; it i the solid stern work of corn bining to bring on its knees the 
mainstay of the English rule in Ireland. (Cheers.) Thir. Dillon has told you, that 
-which we knew all along, never to look for anything from any British Government, 
no matter how Liberal, that you are not prepared to tear out of their teeth. (Cheers.) 
::\ Tr. Gladstone has instructed his satellites in Ireland to in titute proceedings against 
t he men who have led the people in this movement, to prosecute them for conspiracy. 

Veil, for my own part, in the cause of justice and humanity, that I believe this cause 
o be, I am proud of the name of conspirator. (Cheers.) The last conspiracy that I 
as eno-aged in politically numbered 100,000 Iri hmen with rifles in their hands

\ loud cheers)-and that conspiracy succeeded in doing in the United States of America 
vhat we propose to do with your help, with God's help and yours, here in Ireland, to 

Not out the stain of slavery. (Cheers.) Therefore, if we be conspirators, every man 
i n that assemblage, I hold out my hand to him as a brother conspirator." (2.) 

At Dunmanaway he recites the following anecdote, and gives his 

1Cxplanation of it:-

"There was a little story told by Mr. Parnell, at a meeting in the Rotunda, at the 
teonclusion of his address, to the effect that a certain American gentleman came upon 
he platform and said, 'Parnell, there is twenty-five dollars, five for bread and twenty 

for lead.' Now that simple little bit of humour has put your hereditary enemy in a great 
.fiutter. Therefore, I am not authorised by the President of the Irish National Land 
League to tell you that was a boucZfide transaction, that the man gave him twenty-five 
dollars. I am authorised to tell you here,and I came all the way down to Dunmanaway, 
that those twenty dollars are perfectly safe, and that as Mr. Forster, m the House of 
<Commons on Friday night, refused to tell your representatives what he was going to do 
'with the £30,000 of Secret ervice money, and that he has displayed admirable reticence 
im doing so, we, in iike manner, are not going to tell Mr. Forster what we are going to 
<do with the twenty dollars that has since swelled into 20,000. The money gives 4 or 
..5 per cent. interest on it, and we are turning it into good round sovereigns, with the 

(1.) Carndonagh, July 4th. (2.) Thurlrn, ... ovember 14th. 
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imprint of Her Most Gracious Majesty upon them. Therefore I ask you in the name 
o f God, in the name of every honest Irishman, in the name of your long-sufferin~ 
country, to stick together like brothers, one and all. hew us evidence that you are 
in earnest to help us, and take a share in this twenty dollar by shewing us that yott 
will stand together. Daniel O'Connell never had half such a following on Tara or 
Mullaghmast as our illustrious young lea<ler, Charles Stuart Parnell-(cheers)-and 
I tell you that if you stick together you will see that this assemblage will be historical 
in the county of Corl<. You will stand together for peasant proprietary for Ireland. 
(Cheers. ) We have at the hack of that more than great agitators had before. \Ve 
have moral force, and we are going to use it; and, perhaps, we have something in the 
shape of physical force, but we don't want to use it. We may some day come down 
and see you, and talk about something else." (Cheers.) (1.) 

From the paid organiser of the Land League, let us pass to the 

Secretary, and see what advice he gives on behalf of the organisation 

which he represents. 

:Mr . . Brennan says :-

"I do not believe in the efficacy of Parliamentary representation in the En<Tl ish 
Hou. e of Commons. I believe that if this country is ever to be redeemed, socially o 
politically, it will be by the might of mind and might of arm of Ireland's democracy. 
I ask you to keep before your minds the one ultimate object, the sovereign independ
ence ofyonr country." (2) 

Again, at Westport, he declares himself in these terms:-
"It is the duty of every man to work to make Ireland a nation. I mean no 

mockery of freedom. I mean Ireland mistress of her own destinie. -(cheers)-Ireland 
with a national army to guard her shore , Irelan l with a national senate, and Ireland 
with a national government that will know no higher authority than the sovereign will 
of the Irish people." (Cheers.) (3.) 

On May 30th, he says :-

"As an Irish Nationalist, I hope for an<l will work ~ r my country's inc1epenc1enc .. 
and I believe that I cannot at present adopt 1 more fe3.Sible plan lo accomplish that 
purpose than by the destruction of what has been the enemy's garrison in this country. 
('Down with lancllordism.') There will be very little use in talking of making 
Ireland a nation when what should compo5e that nation will have been swept away 
from the country. Let us then go on in t his work for the .Jestruction of landlordi sm. 
Let us take it ourselves, what are our manifest rights. (Cheers for Mr . O'Kelly, M.P.) 
Yes, cheer for your member-(cheers)-because in the House of Commons to-clay 
there is not a more sincere Iri h Nationalist or a more determined opponent of land
lordism than James J. O'Kelly." (Loud cheers.) (4.) 

Mr. ·walsh (5), afterward5 one of the travcrsers, early learned to 

appreciate the connection between the Land League and Fenianism. 

(r.) Dunman;i.way, May 30th. (2.) Carricl·-on-Shannon. October 24th. 

(3.) Westport, October 17th. (4.) Teevnacrena, May 30th. 

(5.) Member of the Central Land Lr.ague. 
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He says:-
"I would ask the men of Sylaun not to arry any young lady who works for 6d 

a-clay, and I'd ask the women of Sylaun not o arry any man unless he is a member 
of the Land League or a Fenian. You will fi you will do more by works of this 
kind than if you were cheer in~ for a lifetim ( i.) 

The same gentleman, speaking at Milltown, says:-
"Mr. Parnell, Mr. Davitt, Mr. Drennan, and others, recognise that the first 

distinction of national independence is the successful carrying out of the Irish National 
Land League." (2.) 

In October we find Messrs. Nally and Walsh together on the 
platform at a Land L ague meeting at Shrule. 

Mr. Nally delivered himself a follows:- , 
"But I am firmly convinced that by rst uprooting th s system • • • by first 

laying the foundation stone of national in<,lependence · the destruction of Irish land
lordism, )OU will then be able gloriously tQ build that edifice for which Emmet died, 
and for which L ord Edward bled. I have been to1d that there are here to-day only 
two parties, the National Land League and the <enians. (Cheers for the Fenians.) 

"Mr. Walsh : Three cheers more for Fe ·anism. (Cheers.) 
"Mr. Nally: Are we to be told here t ay that the National Land League and 

the Fenians cannot unite? We have only ne enemy-the English Government. For 
seven hundied years they have tried to stro our nationality. \Ye lived through the 
Elizabeths, the Marys, and the Viet ias, and we are destined to-day to live until 
our nation is a glorious one-an in pendent on and a glorious one. The cause of 
every tenant farmer who is a L Cl Leaguer is the cause of every man who is a 
Fenian." (3.) 

The following extract is from a speech by Mr. M. O'Sullivan, already 
referred to as an active member of the League (4.) :-

"It is not by words and by cheers that we can accomplish that end. If it were 
jt would be easy enough to gain independence. ('Hear, h ear. ') Let us look to 
America to-day. Let us look to every country in the world. Can you point me to 
one--? What is it that has gained it ? The sword, and the sword alone ; the rifle 
and the man--. These are the only powers that can gain your independence, and 
any person that tells you the contrary, tells you a lie. ''Vhat rends in twain the 
dungeon's chain?' 'The sword.' What is it that will right the oppression--? 
What is it that will right Irishmen, and no man will say there is no oppression--? 
Who can stand here and tell me that the Irish tenant farmer is not a slave, a slave to 
his landlord? 'What rends in twain the despot's chain?' If we had no despots, if 

,we had not the prison, we have got too much of it. It is only in one way we can get 
rid of it. What is the -- of the sword? To free the slave; to make all men free 
before the nation. Are Irishmen cowards enough that they will not stand up and free 
themselves as other nations have done? It rests for you to say whether you will or 
.not. This is a great day. Will you ask them another year to send you alms? Will 
-yon not stand up and say to them to-day, when they are celebrating their anniversary 

(1.) Caherlistrane, September 5th. (2.) Milltown, July 25th. 
(3.) Shrule, October 3 rst. 

(4.) The omissions are owing to interruptions, during which the reporter was unable 
to continue his notes. 
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of independence, will you not say, 'You are our brothers, we are ready to sacrifice 
our lives for our country as you have done to free yours?' Will that cry go to the 
world ? (' Yes.') Are you determined? (' Yes.') \Vill you have that in your 
hearts ? ('Yes.') It is rarely you are spoken to like this. Men have come forward 
to gain notoriety to get into Parliament. They have duped you. The time has come 
now when men, no better than yourselves, mean to shake off the landlord yoke in. 
this country, and also the yoke of British domination." (1.) 

Mr. T. D. Sullivan is responsible tor the following:-

"Now, one word in conclusion. There are people in this country who are foolish 
enough to think that if the farm,ers of Ireland were made secure in their holdings, if 
they were made comfortable and happy, they would forget the national cause of 
Ireland. That slander has been uttered upon the tenant farmers, who a re the bone 
and sinew of the Irish race. Here to-day, I denounce it as a slander-(chcers) - aod 
if I could believe that story for a single minute, I never would stand upon a land 
platform. But, my friends , I have a different opinion of the Irish race, and my belief 
is this, that as you make them trong, as you clothe them and feed them, and raise 
thei r hearts to a true perception of what the condition of the people should be, 
according as you educate them, and according as their young people grow up about 
them, reading and thinking and learning fo r themselves the history of their country and 
the history of the world, stronger and stronger will grow the spirit of Irish nationality 
in the hearts of the people." (Hear, hear, and 'Bravo.') (2.) 

The next fragment is by Mr. Sheridan, a colleague of Mr. Parnell's 
in the Central Land League in Dublin :-

"Mr. Chairman and fellow countrymen, I feel pr ud at seeing you assembled here 
to-day in your thousands. \Ve must assert our rig ts, and if we do not get them 
through our members of Parliament, I would ask y u then to ring out your voices. 
I/trough tlte muzzles of '.foiinitf' rifles as well as rom those platforms. \ Ve have 
America at our back, and she is watching over us c d helping us in the hours of our 
distress. (A Voice : 'Cheers for America.') here are evictions in all parts of 
Ireland; the landlords are fighting against s with a strong hand. Organise 
yourselves, then; join the National Land Lea 1e, and by this means you will see 
your country what she once was, a free and pro · erous country.'' (Cheers.) (3.) 

He goes on:-
" God forbid that we will ever forget to make Ireland a nation ; and when I say

Ireland a nation, I mean more than a green flag floating from Dublin Castle; I mean 
Ireland for the Irish. If the government of Ireland Most of us here will 
agree that the highest form of government is a republic. Well, you may establi h an, 
Irish Republic on Irish soil ; but as long as the tillers of that soil are forced to support 
a class, your Irish Republic would be but a mockery of freedom. (Cheers.)" 

Mr. Dillon, who is always frank, declares himself thus :-

" It has been asserted, men of Ti1 perary, that the Nationalists of Ireland are 
hostile to the movement to set free the tenant farmers of Ireland and make them 
freemen in the land of their birth. (Cheers.) We come here to-day to a town whc..:rc 

(1.) Rainsborough, July 4th. (2.) Ennis, September 19th. 

(3.) Lackagh, August 1st. 
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no movement can shew its head that is hostile to the Nationalists of Ireland; and I 
say that when the Irish Land League has assembled in Tipperary a meeting so largG 
as this, that the man who will, in the face of this meeting, tell me that the Irish 
Nationalists are against the Land League is nothing better than a common liar. 
( heers.) No, neither are the Irish Nationalists hostile to the Land League, nor is 
the Land League hostile to the Nationalists." (1.) 

At Holyford, Mr. Dillon expresses the same idea with equal clear

ness:-
"This is the cause which every Irishman can go into, whether he be Catholic or 

Protestant, whether he be a Nationalist or not. It is a cause which the Irish 
Nationalist can go into, because its object is lo break down and defeat the English 
garrison which holds thi country for England. Its object is to clear the path for 
Irish nationality by emancipating all the people of Ireland from the control of English 
landlordism, and settling them in their own homes as free men." (2.) 

Of course the sentiments contained in the passages above quoted 
are in a certain sense unobjectionable from the moral point of view. If 
men really do make up their minds that treason and rebellion are the 
only remedies for the misfortunes of their country, no one can well 
blame them for saying so. But what some of these speakers seem to 
forget is that treason and rebellion have their penalties as well as their 
pleasures. The individuals who produce this kind of talk have probably 

good reason to be thankful that they have aired their opinions in the 
British dominions. What is a playful exercise in Ireland might be a 
serious matter in the United States, or on the Continent. But this is 
not the gravest part of the matter. Mr. Sheridan may urge the people 

to join the Land League, and "to ring out their claims from the muzzles 

of their Minie rifles;" or Mr. M. O'Sullivan may brag about using the 
sword, and not much harm may be done in the way of upsetting the 
British Empire. Neither of these heroes is likely to be called upon 
for an exhibition of his prowess. But the real mischief appears when 
week after week, and sometimes day after day, the record comes in ot 
heartless and brutal murders or attempted murders of men shot 

down, not by rifles used in open warfare, but discharged in the darkness 

by the secret assassin. 

(1.) Tipperary, October 31st. (2.) Holyford, OctolJer 191 h. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

TEACHINGS OF THE LAND LEAGUE, 1880. 

PART IV. 

MR. PARNELL'S SPEECHES. 

" Held up the buckler of the people's cause 
Against the Crown, and skulked behind the laws. 

Weak arguments which yet he knew full well 
Were strong with people easy to rebel. " 

Dryden. 

SPEECHES BY MR. PARNELL-REMARKS UPON THEIR CHARACTER-SPEE.CHES 

IN THE HOUSE OF COMMONS-IN IRELA D-BANQUET SPEECHES-AMERICAN 
SPEECHES. 

Hitherto we have not referred to the utterances of the Leader of the 
Land League in the direction of treason. It must not be supposed, 
however, that the omission is due to any bck of material. But Mr. 

Parnell's speeches stand upon a somewhat peculiar footing, and deserve, 
therefore, a special and separate notice. 

It has been already observed that the material provided by the 
Land League for the edification of the British Parliament and of the 
English people, was of a totally different nature from that which it is 
considered desirable to present for the instruction of the Irish peasantry. 
The speeches which will be found below are a striking illustration of 
this proposition. It may be said, to use a mathematical figure, that 
Mr. Parnell's sentiments on the subject of treason " vary in proportion 
to the square of the distance." The difference between the hon. 
member for Cork in the House of Commons, and the "Uncrowned 
Prince of Ireland" starring it in Pittston or Cincinnati) is as great as that 
between the temperature of the pole and of the equator. 

Let us first hear what he says upon the floor of the House. He is 
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~explaining the ob.· ect and purposes of the Land League, which he 

<ldeclares to be as follows :-

''The objects of the Land League are very simple. First, to prevent rack-renting; 
stSecond, to enable tenants to become owners of their own farms by paying a fair rent 
flfor a limited number of years ; third, to facilitate the working of the ' Bright Clauses' 
oof the Land A.ct. Those are the objects which we have been working to bring to a 
ssuccessful issue. • • . I can only say that for my part I think at every meeting 
aat which I spoke in Ireland, up to the time when the Chief Secretary sent extra 
cconstabula ry into the starving localities of Galway and Mayo, that I took care to 
r reprobate outrage an<l to point out that we did not wish outrage, but we wished to 
:a:act in a peaceful and constitutional manner." (1.) · 

In the course of the same debate he again states the aim of the 
J Land League, as prepared for English consumption, in these modest 

erms :-

"I should say that our desire was, by acting upon public opinion, to replace the 
l bad portion of the law of the land." 

Soon after this Mr. Parnell appears to have realised that, in the 
<-opinion of some, there appeared to be a marked discrepancy between 
t the constitutional and loyal sentiments which so frequently animated 

} him in the House of Commons, and the ideas which invariably suggested 
' themselves to his mind when sr eaking outside the walls of Parliament. 

He accordingly favoured the House with an explanation and an apology, 
which he commences thus :-

" I would a. k you to allow me to remove some misapprehensions which have 
· .arisen in the minds of many hon. members of this House with regard to my position 

i this land movement. I have been charged several times, and the impres ion seems 
1 e tremely prevalent, with desiring to make the land movement of Ireland a lever for 

<l: sintegrating the Empire. (Hear, hear.) I am very glad if I have stated the idea 
that prevails correctly, and I admit that isolated sentences which have been read from 
ti me to time from my speeches are, taken by themselves, capable of that cons truction. 
nut these sentences have usually been taken from speeches which I have delive red in 
the open air; from speeches of a very brief character, in which I was unable 
tL'loroughly to explain the views which I then assumed, and still hold. " (2.) 

And then follows a long explanation of the speaker's views upon the 
ultimate result of the Constitutional suppression ~i landlords, and its 
p robable effect upon the relations of England and Ireland. 

It may seem strange that after this explanation the misapprehension 

Iref erred to should still exist. Yet, beyond all doubt, it does exist in the 
ltilinds of many. It is certainly most unfortunate that on none of the 

(1.) Hansard 's Debates, January 7th , 1881. 
(2.) Ibid, January 17th, 1881. 
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occasions on which Mr. Pai nell delivered himself of the opinions which, 
he considers so unfairly attributed to him ; neither on the platform nor 
in the Land League meetings ; neither at banquets in Irelancl, nor at 
Irish gatherings in America, did he find time to append the explanation 
which he vouchsafes to the House of Commons and the English Press. 

For England there is the Constitutional agitation, the integrity of the 
Empire, and so forth; for Ireland there are the regiments of armed 
Iris}l and Americans, and the breaking of the last link between England 
and Ireland. 

At Galway, in the presence of a Government reporter, the member 
for Cork is a little, but only a little, more explicit:-

" I expres ed my belief at the beginning of last e ~ion that the present Chief 
ecretary, who was then all smiles and promise , would not have proceeded very far 

in the duties of his office before he would have found that he had undertaken an 
impos ible task to govern Ireland, and that the only way to govern Ireland i to allow· 
her lo govern hPrself. (Cheers.) And if they prosecute the leaders in this movement, 
it will not be because they wish to preserve the lives of one or two landlord - much 
the Engli h Government care about the lives of one or two landlords-( ' Nor we; 
away with them all ')-but it will be because they ee that behi nd this movement th re 
is a more dangerous movement, to have a hold over Ireland ; because they know that 
if they fail in upholding landlordism here, and they will fail, they have no chance of 
maintaining it in Ireland; becau e they know that if they fail in upholding landlordism 
in Ireland, their power to misrule Ireland will go too." (1.) 

And again:-

"We will see that the people will not be swept from the country while there is 
money to defend them in the courl of law. The rational Land League ha plenty 
of money at its disposal for the purpose of defending the tenantry of Ireland. Your 
fellow countrymen in America will send you as much money as you want. Everywhere 
throughout the States I found the greatest anxiety to help you. Do not, then, be 
afraid ; band your elves together; organise yourselves-(cheer )-against the landlord 
system; and, believe me, the day is dawning when we shall have taken the first g real 
step to strike down British misrule, and the noble dream of Grattan, Emmet, and 
Lord Otho Fitzgerald, and of every Irish patriot, ought at all times to be brought to a 
triumph and realisat ion. " (Cheers.) (2.) 

Free from the observation ot an unpleasant witness, however, Mr. 
Parnell becomes more explicit. Speaking at a banquet at Cork he 
says:-

" Now we are a party occupying an independent position in the House of 
Commons, pledged to remain aloof from every English party who will not concede to 
Ireland the right to home government; pledged, in the words of Mr. Fred. Luca , lo

be a separate element in the Legis lature, and, if neces ary, 'disorderly, disorgani ing, 

(1,) Galway, October Isl. (2. , Be wfort, May 16th. 
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i interfering with every business that may be transacted, as far as it is expe<lient or 
1feasible.' (Cheers.) We can push the policy just as far as we like. We may never 
t trench on it at all. We may let this weapon lie in its scabbard, as we did last session ; 
l but the weapon is there; you have it in your hand, and when all other resources have 
1 failed, it is as sharp and as potent and as powerful for a party of forty against the 
1 present Whig Ministry as it wa for a party of seven against the last Tory Government.". 
( (Loud cheers.) ( 1.) 

At a similar entertainment at Galway he says :-

" \Vell, we sailed for New York, and it was only on my entry to New York that 
first commenced to appreciate the undeveloped power that is available for your 

~ succour, not only in the matter of charity, but in other matters of a very different 
nature if you call upon them." (Loud cheers.) (2.) 

He continues :-
" \: ell , I pass from this subject of our coun~~men abroad with this remark- that 

I feel confident that if you ever call upon the in another field and in another way 
£ r help, and if you can shew them that t re is a fair and good chance of succe s
(enthusiastic cheering)-that you will h e their assistance-their trained and organised 
as:; istance-for the purpose of breal· · g the yoke that encircles you, just in the same 
way as you had their assistance las winter to save you from famine." (Cheers.) 

The following declaration is evident1y for Irish consumption only :--

"Al one time it is the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, at another time it is 
a Coe rcion Act, again it is the sending of extra police into counties, the proclamation 
of martial Jaw. They cannot suspend the Habeas Corpus Act without an Act of 
Parliament, and they cannot pass a Coercion Act without an Act of Parliament, and 
s long as we are able to stantl in Parliament I will undertake to say they will pass 
neither one nor the other. (Loud and prolonged cheering.) And I am su re that the e 
forces are amply sufficient for the task which we all, Mr. Mayor, lad ies, and gentlemen, 
h.ave before us, the task of breaking the neck of English misgovernment in Ireland , 
a:nd chasing from the country the usurpation which has long haJ its heel upon our 
n ecks." (3.) 

And later on in the same speech he says :-

"\Ve stand to-clay in th sa e position that our ance tors stood. \ e declare that 
itt is the duty of every Iris 1a lo free his country if he can. (Cheers .) \Ve refuse to 
imfiict needless suffering th masses of our people. \Ve will work by constitutional 
nneans as long as it suit us (Great cheermg.) We refuse to plunge this country into 
the horrors of civil war w en she has not a chance; but I ask any man at this board, 

ask any true Irishman, be he priest or be he layman, whether he would not consider 
i't the first duty of an Irishman to do what he could to enable his country to take her 
place among the nations of the world. (Cheers.) If it could be shewn to him that 
there was a fair prospect of success from the sacrifice, I ask my reverend and lay 
.friend whether they would not consider it their highest duty to give their lives for the 
country that gave them birth. (Cheers.) I call for no vain, no useless sacrifice. I. 

(r.) Cork, October 4th. (Irish Times' report.) 
(2.) Galway, October 25th. (Irish Times' report.) 
(3.) Waterford, December 6th. (Freeman's ')-ozw11al report.) 
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•l:lon' t wish to be misunderstood for a moment. Our present path is within the lines . 
of the Con titution. England has given us that Constitution for her purposes. We 
•will use it for ours." (Loud cheers.) 

It is considerate of Mr. Parnell to undertake not to "plunge us into 
'the horrors of civil war" ju t yet. Sometimes, however, he appears to 
forget his pledges. By the time he gets 3,000 miles away from the 
House of Commons, and the tyrannous restraints of English law, this is 
what fr. Parnell has come to :-

';I have said that we are fighting thi battle against heavy odds. I have also said 
1.that we feel confiJent of winning it. t has given me great pleasure during my visit 
to the cities of this country to see the a ed regiments of Irishmen who have frequently 
turned out to escort u.>; and when I w some of these gallant men to-day, who are 
even now in this hall, I thought tha each one of them must wish with Sanfield of old, 
' 0 tltat I could carry tluu arms fi ' Ireland.' (Great applause.) iVetl, it may come 

do t!tat some day or ot!ter. The aceable and proper solution of the question has 
been roughly put to one side by the British Government, as it has so frequently put 
aside mea ures of reform for Irela d ; but if things are allowed to continue as they are 
in that country, I cannot help se mg that some day or other tlte time will come w!ten 
tlte landlords and Gov.:rn11unt will get very much sharper and worse terms from 
somebody else." (Great appla se.) (1.) 

A few weeks later he says:-

" I promise on our side to fight this battle as pluckily as you can wish. {Loud 
applause.) Up to this time the landlords and Government have failed to give 

.assistance, but the fiendish work of eviction is still pursued, bat from t!te blood of tlte 
brave Cowumara women wlto resisted t!te honu destroyers s!tall spri1~r; up a power wlticli 
will sweep away not 0111y tlte land system, but the infamous Governn1t1nt t!tat mailltains 
it." (Cheers.) (2.) 

At Cincinnati, in the same month, he is still more explicit; there are 
none of the fine distinctions about the link of tlte Crown, local government, 

or the other common forms which we are accustomed to hear in speeches 
on this side of the Atlantic. This is how the gentleman who has taken 

.the oath of allegiance talks :-
"Justice and the many, against injustice and the few, must win. (Applause.) 

With your help in keeping our people alive this winter I feel confident we shall kill 
·the Irish landlord system. (Applause.) And when we have given Ireland to the 
people of Ireland, we shall have laid the foundation upon which to build up our Irish 
nation. (Loud applause.) The feudal tenure and the rule of the minority have been 
rhe corner stone of English misrule. Pull out that corner stone, break it ~jJ , destroy 
it, and you undermine English misgovernment. (Applause.) • And let us not 
forget that that is the ultimate goal at which all we Irishmen aim. None of us
whetlter we are in A '!fw -ica or in Ireland, or wlierever we may be-will be satisfied 
until we have destroyed tlte last link w!tich keeps Ireland bound to England." 

•(Applause.) (3.) 

(1.) Cleveland: Ohio January 26th. (2.) Pittston, February 16th. 
(3.) Cincinnati, February 23rd. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

THE LITERATURE OF THE LAND LEAGUE 
PART I. 

THE "IRISH WORLD." 

"Anyone who proclaims himself or allow him elf to be reprcscnteLl as a member 
of a party, will be understood as idcnlifyinrr him ell with the rest, and giving his 
sanction lo whatever is said or done, at lea. l by the leader · or by any con. idcralllc 
portion of the party, except so far as he expressly, and publicly protests again l it. lk 
will be considered as a partner, not under the system of limited liability, but according 
w the rules of ordinary partnership which make each I artncr responsible for all the 
acts and all the debts of the firm. And ince this is the mode in which it i known 
the public will judge, it is vain to complain that it is an unjust mode. A man who, 
with his eyes open, docs that which he knows will convey a certain imprc ::;ion lo the 
mio<ls of others, must be prepared to take tbe consequences." 

A1-cl1f!isl1op TV!taldy. 

Tl!E "TRISH WORLD "-ITS CHAR , CTER-ITS 0 ' NF TIO WITH Tl!E LI\ ' D 

LEAGUE-OPINlO 'S OF :MESSRS. PAR FLL, Bl~E AN, DAVITT, J\.~D REDP/\'1 11, \\'!TH 

REGARD TO IT-MR. REDPATH-PECUNIARY SUPPORT GlVF. BY THE " IRISH 

WORLD" TO THE LAND LEAGUE. 

We now come to the consideration of another method by which the 
views of the Irish National Land League were, and indeed still are, 
disseminated among the people oi Ireland. Perhaps the most effi ctive 
way of stating the nature of this journal, and its connection with Mr. 
Parnell and his friends, will be to affirm certain propositions with 
regard to it, and then to adduce proofs in support of those propositions. 

The statements which the facts appear to justify are these:-

The Irislt World is the advocate of-

(a) 1. Private murder. 
2. Rebellion and treason. 

3· Mutilation. 
4. Plunder and robbery. 
5. Assassination on a large scale by means of explosives. 
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(b) The Irish World is the recognised authorised or3an 
of the Irish National Land League. 

(c) The Irislt World is under the special patronage of Mr 
Parnell. 

(d) The Irish National Land League is alike the patron and 
pensioner of the Ir~~-!t World. 

(e) The Irzs!t World is disseminated throughout Ireland with 
the knowledge of, and by the aid of, the Irish National 
Land League. 

These are strong statements, and they require strong evidence to 
support them. Strong evidence, however, is forthcoming. Before 
considering the charges against the paper, it will perhaps be best to 

·establish beyond doubt its connection with the Land League 

Tiu " Iris!t f;Vorld " is t!te recognised autlt0nsed O?'gan of t!te Irz"s!t 
National Land League. 

This is beyond dispute. Fo~o tbs the special Irish correspondent 
·of the Jrislt World was Mr. Bren an, the paid official secretary of the 
League. His signed contributio s ppeared weekly until the time of 
his arrest. Here is one of his etters :-

"No copies of the Irislt TVorld have been receive in Ireland during the last two 
weeks. It is thought the Government is interceptin them . . . . . Let those 

·who have so generously assisted us in spreadin.r tl1e ig!tl relax not in their good work. 
Let them continue to aid us in the Holy Work in hich we are engaged. The Irislt 
World will find its way into Ireland in spite of t e effort that are made to keep it out." 

(Signed) TIIOMAS BREN~AN. 

The date of this letter is March 12th, 1881, and is worth recording 
because, as we shall see later on, the "j{oly 'York of spreading the 
light," as understood by the Irzsli 1-ff'td at that date, was, to say 
the least of it, peculiar. Again, writing on January 2nd of the same 
,year, the paid secretary of the Land League says :-

" In the name of the Land League I beg t/tender to the readers of the Irislt 
World, and to all co-operators, its sincere and -fst grateful acknowledgments." 

(Signed) THOMAS BRENNAN. 

The nature of the co-operation for which this fervent gratitude is 
·expressed, will also appear a few pages further on. 

In August, 1881: Mr Parnell was openly challenged in the House 
of Commons with his connection with the paper in question, which was 
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-d ec lared to be the official organ of the Land League. Mr. Parnell 
die ic<l that it was his "official organ."-" Unofficial then?'' was the reply. 
-'" Yes," said the Land League leader. It is not of much importance 
O)y what particular formula Mr. Parnell chooses to describe his relations 

·tco the org:m of assassination ; the public are able to form a sufficiently 
c:le::tr idea from the facts themselves. But it is worth while to put the 

atdrnission on record. 

Tlte 'Iri's!t Wor!d" £s under t!tt special patronage of Mr. Parnell 

lltilillsdf. 
If this fact were not otherwise manifest, it would be made clear by 

tthe following extracts from a telegram. despatched by "Special Cable to 

tthtc Editor of the Jrislt World." 
It ommences thus:-

'The Land League ha scored a victory. The ten-to-two disagreement of the 
j jur'y in face of the tremendous pressure of the Court, is everywhere accepted as 

J having the effect of atl acquittal." 

The conclusion is as follows:-
and its rea<lers for their constant 

·C01-opcration and substantial . upport in o great cause. Let them have no fear for 
its; ul ti mate :;ucces -. .,-Jan. 26th, 1881. 

( Sigued) CHARLES STEWART PARNELL. 

To the diligent reader of the Iris!t World it certainly seems no 

'umnatural to thank that journal for the disagreement of the jury. (1.) 

Tlze Iris!t National Land League is alike the patron and tlze pensioner 

.OJf tlte "Irislt World." 
Enough has perhap. already been said to carry conviction on the 

forst point of this proposition, but one or two facts throwing light upon 

t'he same subject are so remarkable that they cannot be omitted. For 
rmany months there has appeared regularly in a prominent position in the 

llnslt World, the following passage:-
"Davitt s Advice.- By all means send t e Iris!t World into Ireland. Its power 

fror good is wondertul ; it is an all- trengl ening force among the Irish people, and I 

-c~annot speak too strongly on the subjec . " 
"MICHAEL DAVITT at St. Louis." 

(I.} Immc:<liately before the opening of the trial here alluded to the following 
tlhreat appeared in the Iris!t rrrorld : " I dare them to convict," says the writer; ' I 
• ·ay la ·e agree advisedly. Let my words go forth. Accursed be the juryman who 

,•, JI da re tu tind thes~ men" (the traversers) "guilty of any crime agamst the people 

cot lrel.m<l."-Nov. 20th, r88o. 
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For an almost equally long period, this valuable advice was followed! 
by a no less valuable " exhortation," to this effect:-

"Redpath's Exhortation.-You don't know how much they appreciate the 1 ris!i 
World over in Ireland, and one of the things I seek most to impress upon you he;re in 
America, is the necessity of supplying them at home with literature of the right sort. 
I would urge this in the strongest terms.'' 

(Sigmd) JAMRS REDPATH. 

We shall see what was the nature of the "literature of the right 
sort," whose "influence for good was so incalculable;" but first we must 
say a word or two in passing with regard to this James Redpath wh ose 
opinion seems to be so highly valued by the unofficial organ of the Land 
League. He is the gentleman to whose utterances Sir William H arcourt 
called attention in the House of Commons. ( 1.) He it was who, sp ' ::t.k
ing on th e same platform as Mrs. Parnell lclivercd himsel f as foll o ws. 
After alluding lightly to "a dastard, a fiunkey, a coward and a para itc 
by the name of Hepworth, who disgraced America by toadying to an 
infamous wretch and debauched young man" (the "debauched yohlng 
man" apparently being the Duke of Edinburgh), he proceeds thus :-

"Ireland 's landlord system is the old feu clal system of tenure, and ihc l:mrllnnl 
regards the tenant merely as a machine for making rent fo r h im, and such men, I ·ay, 
wi th all de ference lo the ladi es, should exist in only one place,- hell 
Many of you may think I am preju<li ced when I say that the ·cotch Presbyterians a re 
upc rior to the Catholic of Ireland. I'll tell you why. \\"hen they were o}Jrcssi:d 

by la11dlo1ds they s!iot t /1c11t down like rabbits. About lhi rty years ago there were 1 ore 
landlord:; shot than rabbits, and I think it was perfectly legitimate , for the Janell ml 
were unly beasts of prey. (Loud applause.) I can't conceive a more terrifi c indict
mcn t against the Catholic countries than the fact that they have treated t esc 
landlords leniently. . . . I must say that Irishmen are cowards. I don't ikc 
them to apologise for the shooting of land lords." 

It appears that Mr. Redpath over-estimated the sensibility of t he 
ladies, for we read that "at the close of the speaker's remarks Mrs. 
Parnell was loudly called tor, and received a perfect ovation when he 
appeared. She spoke for upwards of twenty minutes, and gave a brief 
view of the work of the Land League up to the present time, and 

expressed her heartfelt sympathy with its future.'' It is not recorded, 
however, that the allusions to the ultimate home of landlords, or to the 
means by which they were to be sent there, occupied her attention, or 
greatly agitated her. 

One more remark remains to be made with regard to Red pat h, 

(1.) Redpath was present and spoke at the Land L eague Convention held in 
Dublin, in September, 1881. 
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which is both amusing and instructive. This friend of the Land 
League and defender of murder was very properly denounced in the 
House of Commons by Mr. A. M. Sullivan, who not only disc1aimed 

any sympathy with his opinions, but even refused to recognise him as a 
compatriot. Mr. Redpath, Mr. Sullivan declared, was a Scotchman. 
Whatever country, however, is really entitled to the distinction which 
must attach to the native land of that individual, there is no doubt that 
in the eyes of the unofficial organ of the Land League he not only was 
an Irishman, but deserved to be specially claimed as being such. Mr: 
Redpath, says the Iris!t World, is "Hibern£s ipsis Hibernior "-more 
Irish than the Irish themselves. It is not of much importance whcth r 
Mr. Sullivan or the Iri'slz TVorld is correct, but the anxiety of anyone to 

claim kindred with the author of the speech we have quot d is 

significant. 

Tlte Irislt National Land League is t!te pensioner of tlte " Iris!t 

World." 
This requires no formal proof. It is not and never has been denied 

hat by far the greater part of the money received by the League has 
come through the hands of the editor of that paper. For every shilling 

raised in Ireland tor the purposes of Mr. Parnell's agitation a pound 

has been received through the agency of the Iris!t World. 

T!te "Irislt World" is disseminated t!trougl10ut Ireland with the 

knowledge of, and by tlie aid of t!te Irislt National Land League. 
It is not necessary again to produce proof of this proposition, which 

to anyone who is acquainted with the Irish World is self-evident; but 

these leading facts may be briefly recalled :-
That Mr. Parnell has formally accepted the services of the paper. 

That two of its regular correspondents, Messrs. Brennan and Egan/ 

are paid officers of the Land League. 
That Mr. Brennan is found deploring the stoppage in the supply of 

the paper. (1) 

------------- ----- -- ----
(I) Sec ante p. 30. 
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For an almost equally long period, this valuable advice was follO\wedl 

by a no less valuable "exhortation," to this effect:-

"Redpatli's E xliortatio1t.-You don't know how much they appreciate the l risli 
World over in Ireland, and one of the things I seek most to impress upon you here in 
America, is the necessity of supplying them at home with literature of the right s.ort. 
I would urge this in the st rongest terms.'' 

(Signed) JAllIES REDPATT r. 

We shall see what was the nature of the "literature of the ri ght 
sort," whose "influence for good was so incalculable;" but first we must 

say a word or two in p:issing with regard to this Jam es Redpath whose 
opinion seems to be so highly valued by the unorficial organ of the Lamd 

L eague. He is the gentleman to whose utterances Sir Williarn Hare mrt 

called attention in the House of Commons. ( 1.) He it was who, sp :a k
ing on th e same platform as 1rs. Parnell, delivered himsel f as follows. 
After alluding lightly to "a dastard, a flunkey, a coward and a paras ite 
by the name of Hepworth, who disgraced America by toadying to an 

infamous wretch and debauched young man " (the " debauche l young 
man " apparently being the Duke of Edinburgh), he proceeds thus :-

"Ireland's landl orcl system is the old feuclal system of tenure, ancl !he l:mclllcml 
regards the tenant merely as a. mnchine for making ren t for him, and such men, I ay, 
with all deference lo the ladies, should exist in only one place,-hel l 
Many of you may think I am prejudiced when I say that the . 'cotch J>resbytcriarn; are 
up(;rior lo the Catholics of Ireland. I'll tell you why. \\'hen they were o/ipressi:d 

by la11d/01ds they s!tot tl1c11t tfow1t like rabbits. About thirty years ago there were 1morc 
landlord:; shot than rabbits, and I think it was perfectly legitimate , for the land! >rds 
were 0n ly beasts of prey. (Loud applause.) I can't conceive a more terrific inc1 ict
me nl against the Cath lie countries than the fact that they have treated thiese 
landlords leniently. . . . I must say that Irishmen are cowards. I don't llike 
them lo apologise for the shooting of landlords. ' 

It appears that Mr. Redpath over-estimated the sensibility of tthe 

ladies, for we read that "at the close of the speaker's remarks Mfrs. 
Parnell was loudly called tor, and received a perfect ovation when s he 

appeared . She spoke for upwards of twenty minutes, and gave a brief 

view of the work of the Land League up to the present time, and 

expressed her heartfelt sympathy with its future.' ' It is not recorded, 
however, that the allusions to the ultimate home of landlords, or to n.he 

means by which they were to be sent there, occupied her attention, or 

greatly agitated her. 
One more remark remains to be made with regard to Redpa.th, 

(r.) Redpath was present and spoke at the L and L eague Convention held in 
Dublin, in September, 1881. 
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which is both amusing and instructive. This friend of the Land 
League and defender of murder was very properly denounced in the 
House of Commons by Mr. A. M. Sullivan, who not only disclaimed 

any sympathy with his opinions, but even refused to recognise him as a 
compatriot. Mr. Redpath, Mr. Sullivan declared, was a Scotchman. 
Whatever country, however, is really entitled to the distinction which 
must attach to the native land of that individual, there is no doubt that 
in the eyes of the unofficial organ of the Land League he not only was 
an Irishman, but deserved to be specially claimed as being such. Mr: 
Redpath, says the Iris!z World, is "Hibernis ipsis Hibernior "-more 
Irish than the Irish themselves." It is not of much importance whether 
Mr. Sullivan or the Iri'sll TVorld is correct, but the anxiety of anyone to 

claim kindred with the author of the speech we have quoted i~ 
significant. 

T!te Irislt National Land League is tlze pensioner of tlze " Jrislt 

World." 
This requires no formal proof. It is not and never has been denied 

that by far the greater part of the money received by the League has 
come through the hands of the editor of that paper. For every shill ing 
raised in Ireland for the purposes of Mr. Parnell' agitation a pound 

has been received through the agency of the Irisit iVorld. 

T!te "Iris!t World" £s d£ssem£nated tltroug!1out Ireland w£tlz the 

knowledge of, and by t!ze aid of tile Irislt National Land League. 
It is not necessary again to produce proof of this proposition, whi h 

to anyone who is acquainted with the Iris/1 World is self-evident; but 

these leading facts may be briefly recalled :-
That Mr. Parnell has formally accepted the services of the paper. 
That two of its regular correspondents, Messrs. Brennan and Egan 

arc paid officers of the Land League. 
That Mr. Brennan is found deploring the stoppage in the supply of 

the paper. (1) 

-------------------- - - ----
(1) Sec ante p. 30. 



[ 34 ] 

CHAPTER VIII. 

THE LITERATURE OF THE LAND LEAGUE: 
PART I. 

THE "IRISH WORLD " (continued.) 

"Thou shalt do no murder."-Exoous, Chap. xx. 

Tl£F. "IRISH WORLD" ON MURDER-REBELLION-MUTILATION-PLUNDER

THE USE: OF DYNAMITE-MR. PARNELL'S "PRACTICAL JOKE "-THE OFFICIAL 

VIEW OF THE " PRACTICAL JOKE.,, 

The connection between the Irish World and the Irish 
National Land League having been thus established, it is necessary to 
enquire-What is the nature of the journal which is considered so 
valuable an ally; and what are the teachings which are calculated to 
be such a " wonderful power for good " in Ireland ? ( r) 

To arrive at a satisfactory answer to this enquiry, we cannot do 
better than go back to the propositions formulated at the head of 

the preceding chapter, and give a few proofs, out of the many 
which might be cited, of the correctness of the charges which they 

contain. 

The "Irish World" i's the Advocate of Private Murder. 

Here, for instance, is the way in which it describes themurder 
of an unfortunate man who was shot down like a dog in open 
day, riddled with bullets, and left to die upon the high road. 

AGRARIAN OUTRAGE IN MAYO. 

"There is an obscurity in this account also, but the fact and the omens remain. 
Meehan shot on one side to day; Feerick shot on the other side to-morrow. 

(1) See ante p. 31. Letter from Michael Davitt. 
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Somebody said long ago that 'it made no difference among neighbours who 
dies first.' Those killings on both sides have been too long continued for us 
to hope that they will be discontinued. But every pistol shot will stimulate 
action; of the thieves to guard the stolen goods away in the darkness; of the 
true men to let the light in on the darkness and the true owners in on the 
stolen goods. There are stirring times before us, Awaken your neighbours. It 
will soon be daylight." 

Another foul and brutal murder is committed, and this is how the l 

"unofficial" organ of the Land League heads the paragraph describing 
the death of the victim-" Another Land Thief executed." 

Tlze " Irislz World" t"s tlze Advocate of R ebellion and Treason. 

It would be sufficient, in order to prove this statement, to say 
mer ly "See Irislt World, passim." Almost every page of every copy 
contains incitements direct or indirect to the open display of Irish 
disaffection; but one or two passages may be cited as examples merely. 

The two following are from the letters of an individual who has for 
more than two years been the most regular and most voluminous 
correspondent of the Iris!t World. "Transatlantic" (for that is his 
nom de plume) writes thus:-

"Irishmen, cheer up! be brothers ! fall in ! Study military knowledge night 
and day, Sunday and holiday. The day of your emancipation is nearer than you 
suppose." 

Again:-

" A hearty coming together of our scattered race-the 'sea-divided Gael '-with 
honest and courageous leaders, and united watchword, 'Free Lands in Free Ireland,' 
we have in those elements the material power, not only to free our island from the 
felon grasp of the English aristocracy, but to follow the felons if we think it best 
into their own country, and there defeat them in the open, and in their cities, and 
thus destroy the ' British Empire, ' the greatest scourge which the human race ever 
experienced." 

The following is apparently editorial matter :-

"Thank God that the huge political structure that has been built up by robbery, 
~nd which goes by the name of the British Empire, is crumbling to pieces. The 
sooner it is destroyed the better for humanity." 

Here is a letter in the same paper :-

A PHYSICAL FORCE MAN WHO BELIEVES THAT THE SWORD ALONE WJLL RIGHT 

THINGS; BUT HE WANTS lRI S!IllIEN TO KNOW THEIR DUTY BEFORE 

THEY TAKE IT. 

Poquonock Conn.-To Ed£tor, "Irish World." 

"Enclosed find 3 dols. 25 cents to spread the light; from Mrs. Bement, 1 dol.; 
Patrick Callaghan, I dol. Put me down for 25 cents every month. I wish 
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that the Irish World were at the hearth-stone of every house in Ireland. Oh 
to God that it had been in Ireland ten years before the rising of '67. am 
a physical force man, and believe that before Ireland gets anything from England 
she must use the sword, but before using it Irishmen must know their duty, and 
that duty is truly taught them through the Irisli World. 

" 'What rights the brave? the sword ; 
"What frees the slave? the sword.' 

"For the last three years I have sent 324 copies to Ireland, and I call upon 
Irishmen and friends to liberty, with all the earnestness I possess, to send the 
Ir£sh World into Ireland and thus most practically free its people."- Yours 
sincerely, 

B. QUINLAN. 

Of course tomfoolery of this kind is contemptible enough, and 
under ordinary circum:;tances harmless enough. Mr. Quinlan's twenty
five cents will probably not do much harm to the British Empire, and 
England is likely to survive " Transatlantic's" foul-mouthed threats ; 
but when we come to see what "spreading the light" really means, 
and what is the practical application that is given to "physical 
force," and the " doctrine of the sword," we shall perceive that 
such incitements as those quoted are not as harmless as we 
might at first be tempted to suppose. 

The "Iri'slt World" is tlte Advocate of Mutilation. 

Here is a contribution to the paper which leaves no aoubt on 
the subject : -

"Mr. Smyth, M. P., is quite willing now-a-clays to do not a thing that shall 
1 disturb society,' and quite agree with all the respectables (idlers) of society that a 
mixture of good (devil ) landlord: would benefit society. As to pulling down what 
John Mitchell designated the 'pirate fla,g- oj Bl'z°tain,' as to getting Inshw men to 
fling out vitriol upon the ruffianly 5oldiery whom English felony may send over to. 
Ireland, as John Mitchell taught Mr. Smyth soon after his college days; tut, tut, th<! 
Mr. myth of to-day is not that kind ot patriot at all. He would not now after the 
teaching of O'Connell take the liberty of Ireland if it co5t one drop of blood-not 
he I not he !'' 

(Signed) TRANSATLANTIC. 

This passage requires one or two comments. In the first place it 
must be remembered that Mr. P. J. Smyth, against whom this brutal 
attack is directed, is an Irishman and a patriot, who has shown 
a devotion to his country's cause, and a readiness to suffer for 
her sake, to which no one concerned in the present agitation can 
pretend. 

In the second place, the horrible effects of the particular torture-
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which the women of Ireland are here asked to inflict must not be 

forgotten. 
And lastly, it must be remembered that at the time this appeared 

the Irish U'orld was active in the service of the Land League ; and 

that Mr. Parnell's warm telegram of appreciation and thanks followed 

its publication by a few weeks only. (1) 

7 lit "Irish World" i's the Adi1ocate of Robbery and Plunder. 

Here, for instance, are some instructive passages throwing light 
upon this proposition. The first is particularly valuable when read 

by the light of the letter which appeared in the same column, 
purporting to be signed by the paid secretary of the Irish National 

Land League. 

"London, consisting of 4,000,000 of the wealthiest people in the world, is 
at the mercy of its criminal classes, who number a quarter of a million, guarded 
by only 2,500 regular troops, 10,000 policemen, and 10,000 men in volunteer 
companies-the latter mere holiday soldiers. .lllaka a note. Spread the light ! 
0 SlJrea<l the light!" 

(Signed) TRANSATLANTIC. (2) 

Those who are acquainted with "Transatlantic's" effusions, know 

well enough what "spreading the light" means in this context. 
In the same column in which this letter appears there is another 

which runs as follows :-

"No c pies of the Irislt TVorld have been received in Ireland during the last { 
two weeks. It is thought the Government is intercepting them. . • . . . Let 
those who have so generously assisted us in Spreading the Light relax not in their good 
work. Let them continue to aid us; in the holy work in which we are engaged. The I 
Irish TVorld will find its way in lo Ireland in spite of the efforts that are being made 
to keep it o 't.'' 

(Signed) THOMAS BRENNAN. 

This is the sort of thing which has been distributed throughout the 

length and breadth of Ireland, under the imprimatur of the Irish 

National Land League; this is the literature which the founder of 
that organisation believes will be such an incalculable influence for 

good. 
Here 1s another example of the way in which the "holy work " is 

assisted. 
"PLENTY OF KINDLING v.:oon IN ENGLAND.,, 

"I have filled my letter with arguments, recommendations, and proofs to show 
my countrymen the weak parts of the British Empire, and to teach them 

(1) See p. 31, (2) Paper of May 14th, 1881. 
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where and how to strike. There is plenty of dry kindling wood in England and! 
Scotland to set the whole working population in a blaze. The farm labourers, the miners, 
the factory hands, the million of paupers disinherited from the common lanes 
of the rich, one hundred and eighty-six thousand imprisoned English criminall.s, 
the half-million of uncaught criminals in England, the failing English manufacturers, 
the idle work people and their starving children, Here are abundant materials 
for the prophet of the people. He must be somewhere in the crowd, at prese t 
obscure. Let him come forth to save the people. Spread the light through 
England." 

(Signed) TRANSATLANTIC. 

How the English factory hands, labourers, and miners will relish 
the duty assigned to them of ruining their own country in conjunction 
with paupers, felons, "Transatlantic," and his patrons of the Land . 
League, remains to be seen. 

The "Iris!t World,, zs the Advocate of Assassination on a large 
scale by means of E xplosives. 

Let the editor speak for himself. 

"AN ARMY EQUIVALENT." 

"Some think it is an open question whether the political• agent called Dynamite 
was first commissioned in Russia, or first in Ireland. \!Vell, it is notofmucli con
sequence whz'c/i of the two countries takes precedmce in this onward step towards 
'civilisation.' Still we claim the merit for Ireland. True, the introductory blast wa.s. 
blown in England, and in the very centre of the enemiy's headquarters. But the 
work itself was no doubt done by one or two Irish hands,. which settles both the 
claim and the priority." (1) 

This is the beginning of what appears. to· be a. long editorial ; 
and it is interesting to note that the man who either himself wrote, 
or at any rate inserted in his paper, this and other pieces ot 
villainy of the same kind, is the man who has been selected tc 
conduct Mr. Parnell's special emissary, Mr. T. P. O'Connor> 
through the United States. 

Lastly, under this head we must quote one more reference to this 
same subject of dynamite which is conclusive, at any rate, as to what 
the Irish National Land League thinks of its use~ 

It may be remembered tha in the winter of r880-81,. an unfor
tunate child was murdered in alford by an explosion of dynamite. 
Reference was made to the subj ct in the House of Commons, and the 

~;esident of the Land League ~us expressed himself upon the matter:-

(1) J1me 12th, 1880. 
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"The only reason for this panic ' said Mr. Parnell, "was that a tin 
containing dynamite was exp ed at Salford ; but the circumstances 
pointed to its being meant a practical joke." ( 1) 

Mr. Forster, in reply, said that he was surprised at the manner in 
which the hon. member had alluded to what occurred at Salford, 
when he described the explosion of a can of dynamite as a 
practical joke. That explosion had caused the death of a poor 
child, and might cause the death of another person."-(Hansard's 

Reports.) 

It is not necessary to enquire what would be the result of a 
few more practical jokes of this kind in the large towns in the 
North of England; but it is important to ascertain what was the 
Land League view of the occurrence as stated, not for the benefit 
of the English Parliament and the English people, but for the 
encouragement of the tenant farmers of Ireland and the subscribers 

in America. 

Mr. Parnell's speech w delivered on the 22nd January, 188I. In 
the Irish World of th 29th January, there appears a letter from 
Mr. Parnell's own trusted offi 'al, the paid secretary of the committe · 
of which he was the presid t. From the date it appears that the 
letter claiming credit for t e murder must have been written almost on 
the same day as the sp ech in which it was disavowed was delivered. 
The letter runs thus :-

"All sorts of theories re afloat concerning th' explosion, but the truly loyal one 
£s that Fenianism did t. Accidents can nev r occur in times like these. It is 
asserted that the regi1 nt now quartered in th alford barracks contains many Irish, 
and that Fenianism d been previously susp ted among them." 

(Signed) THOMAS BRENNAN. 

This is what the Land League wished to be believed in Ireland. 
Those who can persuade themselves that Mr. Parnell really regarded 
the incident as a practical joke, are entitled to their opinion. The 
perpetrators of the outrage were warmly welcomed by a portion of the 
Irish American Pres.s on their return to the United States. 

Such is the Irish World, such are its patrons. This chapter 

(I) It is amusing to note that in the Freeman's Journal report, Mr. Parnell' 
suggestion that the mu1«· lt was a practical joke is omitted. 
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may appropriately conclude with the words of the founder of the Irish 
National Land League, already quoted:-

" By all means send the Irisli Wodd into Ireland. Its powe1- f01· good is 
wond erful. It is an all strengthening force among the Irish people, and I 
cannot speak too strongly on the subject." 

MICHAEL DAVITT. 

Norn.-It should be stated in justice to the Irish World 
that the greater proportion of the objectionable matter which it 
contains is connected with Irish subjects, and usually furnished by 

contributors on this side of the Atlantic. Much of what appears 

in the paper on other topics is comparatively moderate; and, 
unlike the contributions to United Ireland mentioned in the 
following chapter, is often very ably written. 
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C HAPTER IX. 

HE LITERATURE OF THE LAND LEAGUE. 
PART II. 

"UNITED IRELAND.'' 

" Stand together for the right ; 
land together 'gainst the wrong; 

Stand together in your might : 
And the struggle won·t be long. 

For your strife's a moral war, 
And waged with speech and pen ; 

And moral force is mightier far 
Than all the swords of men." 

" United Ireland," November 5tlt, I88I. 

A MORAL STRIFE-CO ECTION OF THE LA 'D LEAGUE WITH "UNITEI.> 

llRELA1 1>' -INCIDENTS I THE MORAL WAR-TIIE SPIRIT OF TllE COU 'TRY-

p ROPRI ETORS OF "UNITED I RELA ' D "-THE "FREEi\IAN'S JOURNAL" ON THE 

L~AND LEAGUE-THE "GUISE OF A PATRIOT"-" DREAMY YOUTHS "-THE 

FIIRST CORRESPO ' DENT OF "UNITED IRELAND " -AND HIS AN TECEDE TS, 

Hitherto we have devoted our attcmion cMefly though not 
e~xclusi ely to the earlier periods in the history of the Land League : it 
mow becomes our duty to enquire how far the teaching of 1880 and 
the opening months of 1881 has been continued and insisted upon 
dlown to the present time. For this purpose it is again necessary to 
tlurn to the columns of a newspaper which will supply us with the 
imformation we are in search of in a definite and unmistakable shape. 

United Ireland is the journal in question, and in quoting from 
itt we may dispense with the preliminary evidence which was necessary 
im the case of the Ir£slt lif/or!d, in order to connect that paper with the 
Land League. 

United Ireland is the organ of the Irish National Land League, 
jmst as much as the Natt'onal Reformer is the organ of Mr. Bradlaugh. 
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When the career of the United Ireland as an independent Nationalist 
paper terminated, by its transfer from the hands of Mr. Pigott into· 
those of the Land League, it at once acquired an importance and 
authority, as the exponent of the views of its new owners, which it is 
not easy to over-estimate. Owned and conducted, edited and 
distributed, by members of the League, it furnishes us with a useful 
guide to the kind of facts which its owners are anxious to disseminate 
among the Irish people, and to the spirit in which they wish those 
facts to be regarded. It is no exaggeration to say that United Ireland 

since it became the organ of the Land League has been one long and 
consistent series of incitements to outrage, and to law-breaking. 

But it is best to let the paper speak for itself. In the same number 
in which the charming and irreproachable sentiments contained in 
the lines at the beginning of this chapter appear, is to be found the 
following heading: "Incidents of the Campaign." And this title, or 
the still more suggestive one of the "Spirit of the Country," is the 
regular mode of drawing the attention of the admirers of the 
"unwritten law" to the progress of the outrage campaign conducted 

under the auspices of the League. 
Here is an account of the cc Moral Strife," as described by the 

chiefs of the cc Moral Band" by whom it is waged :-

"INCIDENTS OF THE CAMPAIGN." 

"A FARMER SHOT DEAD." 

"Peter Doherty, a young farmer, living at Carrigan, who took a Jann sttr 
rendered by another tenant who was refused a reduction, was shot dead at 
bis own door, on Wednesday night." 

"A STORY FR0'.\1 BALTINGLASS."' (I) 

"The youngest child of Mr. Thompson, of this town, died on Wednesday 
morning, and because this gentleman has incurred, in some way, the displeasure 
of the Land League, a carpenter would not be allowed to make a coffin for him •. 
The crape on his door knocker was pelted with stones." 

0 HouNDING THEM ON." 

"A meeting of King's Co. magistrates was held on Saturday in Parsons
town, when resolutions calling on the Government to restore law and order 
were adopted." 

To those unfamiliar with the "unwritten law," and with the 
peculiar views of those who rejoice at the ordinary law being "knocked 

(1) This story is considered to be so valuable and instructive, that it is thought 
worth while specially to quote it from the Dublin Express. 
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into a cocked hat," this last paragraph may seem somewhat obscure. 
What it means, however, is this : that the magist.rates of the King's. 
Co. are held up to the execration of the readers of the U11ited 
Ireland for asking the Government to try and put a stop to the 
outrages which are so graphically described in that paper. This is 
what is meant by "hounding them on." 

Here are some more " Incid~nts of the Campaign." 

"BY PERSONS UNKNOWN." 

"On Saturday nigh t at I 1 o'clock an attack was made by twenty men with 
blackened faces on the house of Owen Curtin, of Mountmay. They fired shots into. 
the house, and broke in the door. Curtin and his son were taken out of the house 
and beaten in the yard with the butts of guns. Old Curtin wa. then sworn that he 
would not dispossess a tenant on whom he had served a notice to quit. Curtin was 
some time ago brought before tlte I(ilavullen Land League tor not giving an abatement 
to his tenant, and reprimanded. On the party leaving Curtin's hou e they fired several 
shots, and promised to vi it him aj:!ain if he did not do a they wished. The police 
have been out making inquirie , but no arrests have been made, !lS Curtin and family 
say they do not know any of the persons who attacked them." 

Here is a " moral strife" with a vengeance. 

The next item is headed 

"ATTEMPT T O BURN A BAILIFF." 

" On fonday night a most determined attempt was made to burn a bailiff te> 
death at Creaden, in the County of ·waterford. It appears that a couple of days ago 
a tenant of Earl Fortescue, named Hally, was evicterl for non-payment of rent 
and a bailiff was put into possession of the farm. The bailiff in charge went 
to bed about 11 o'clock at night, and was awakened about two o'clock in the morning 
by the crackling of burnt timber, and jumping out of bed he found the dwelling 
house in flame . It was with great difficulty he got out of the burning house." 

"A Bailiff Killed" is the title of the next "Incident in the 
Moral Strife," and it relates how an unfortunate man was brutally 
murdered, shot through the head in the darkness, the bullet passing 

out through his eye. . 
A passage headed, " A Land Agent Shot At," is followed by a 

paragraph entitled "The Dark Nights at Athlone," recounting how the 
ricks and turf of certain persons were burnt ; "the victims had 
disregarded the injunctions of the Land League by dealing with a 
boycotted shopkeeper named Molloy." ( 1) 

As before mentioned, the methods by which the "No Rent" 

(1) This passage also is thought worth quoting from another paper, the U/stet
E.xamiuer. 
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<loctrine is enforced, are sometimes described under the heading, 
~'The Spirit of the Country." Here are some examples of that 
·spirit:-

"DENYING THE SOFT IMPEACHMENT," 

"Richard Brown, agricultural implem_nt m.1ker, writes to the W ex ford People 
·to deny that he worked for boycotted p-rsons at Adamstown as cltargt!d by the 
chairman of a local Land L:!ague." 

The following shows that the individu1ls in Kilm1inham arc~not the 
only "Suspects " in Ireland. 

"SUSPECTED OF PAYING RENT." 

'' A telegram from Carrick-on-Shannon states that large quantities of farm 
produce were burned on \V cdnesday night on farms near Readon and 
B ::dlyfaron, tlie owmrs bei1tg su)pected of payin.; their rent," 

Then comes "A Midnight Warning'',, :-

"A telegram of Thursday says, a party of arm , d, disguised men last night visited 
the house of a farmer nam .d Mich:tel vV .:ilsh~. at U rring, twelve miles from Cork, 
and cautioned him repeatedly not to pay his rent, or they would take his life. He 
said he would pay his rent, and would not be intimidated by th m. One of the 
party then fired and w unded him, it is believed mortally. The tenant were about 
to piy their rents to l\Ir. aun<l rs, of Charle ville. It is stated they are afraid now 
to pay. A man named Diniei H erlihy has been arrested." 

L1stly, we m1y note ano ~her fine manife,,t::ition of the "Spirit of the 
.Country," which is thus describ~d :-

"DESPERATE ASSAULT." 

"A w :)lntln named Muy Curoll who recently took a farm from which a family 
narned Dolan had been evicted, was fearfully beaten and k icked about the head at 

ewtown, near llallinasloe, on Tu::scby night, and lies in a precarious condition in 
t he Ballinasloe ·workhouse IIo pital." 

These extracts are enough for our purpose ; unfortunately they are 
by no means enough for the proprietors of Unz"ted .Ireland. They are 
not picked specimens; they are simply a fair sample of the bulk. It is 
horrible and lamentable that these vile outrages should be committed 
at all, but that they should be blazoned forth in this way in a paper 
-0f which Mr. Parnell, Mr. Biggar, Mr. Egan, Mr. Justin McCarthy, 
and Dr. Kenny, are proprietors and patrons is startling even to those 
who are tolerably acquainted with the depth to which the Land League 
.agitation has sunk. 

Whethertheincidents actually happened is comparativelyunimportant; 
whether the descriptions which are contained in the Unz'ted Ireland 
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are borrowed from elsewhere, is immaterial 1 what is important 1s th e 

fact, which admits of no contradiction, that the accounts of these 

brutalities, whether real or imaginary, have been deliberately compiled 

and circulated in the form and under the titles already mentioned, by 

the responsible leaders of the Irish National Land League. 
Of course there are two opinions u.pon most subjects. This is the 

opinion of that highly virtuous paper, the Freeman's Jou1-11al :-

"It is as wicked to libel an organi!';ation a to libel a man, and what can be 
worse than to charge all kinds of crimes against the Land L eague witl1out one tittle 
o.f evidence to support these charges ? The Land League was at all times an open 
public organisation, carrying on its operations by open meetings and by addresses 
published to the whole world. 

"There is not one grain of evidence connecting this organisation with the slightest 
injury to life, limb, or properly. On the contrary, dnring its active operations its 
most prominent members denounced outrages of all kinds."-Novcmber 17t!t, 1881. 

It is for those who have read the preceding chapt rs to form their 

own opinion as to the correctness of th Freeman's view, and the 

necessity for its virtuous indignation. 
It may be after all that the Freeman itself might have done a 

little more in the way of " denouncing outrages of all kinds j :, 

it might have been better if the article from which the following 

passages are extracts had not been written. The article relates to the 
capture and trial of a number of scoundrels who had been infesting 

the neighbot1rhood of Millstreet, under the name of Moonlighters ; 
and the '',nformer" alluded to is a member of the gang, named 

Connell, who turned Queen's evidence against his accomplices:-

" In our caution to the unwary and inexperienced so short a time ago, 
we had no hesitation in conveying that the light of what happened before 
showed with electric clearness that persons would be found throughout the 
country seducing the J'OZmg, the !zot-spiriterl, and the dreamy into the paths 
of danger. . But it is enough to record to-day that a reported informer 
has already ten victims amongst the ardent and impulsive peasants of tne 
South. ·whatever credence is to be attached to the prisoner's story, 
enough is amply exhibited for our purpose, namely, that, South East, and V\ est, the 
unsophisticated, innocent poor people are living in an atm9sphere of spies and 
traitors, of plans and plots and perjury. Agam we solemnly adjure our country
men, especially the young, to beware the brand of the secret society-man, the 
Captain Moonlight ; the Rory of the Hills; the R iband-man. There is a 
snake in tlie grass. THERE ARE TALBOTS IN TIIE GUISE OF PATRIOTS." (1) 

This is a remarkable article, and will appear all the rnor 

(1) Talbot was a detective who acquired the confidence of the Fenian 
organisers, and then gave information to the police. 
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Temarkable when we consider the facts to which it alludes. In the 
first place, it should be noted that for the actual outrages committed 
lby the " Moonlighters" there is no single word of condemnation ; the 
whole moral of the argument is "Don't do it, for you may be found out 
if you do." But that is perhaps an oversight. The allusions to the 
'" hot-headed, dreamy youths,' . the " innocent and unsophisticated 
peasants,'' are certainly somewhat startling by the light of the work 
which these playful but misguided infants set themselves to do. This 
,is the programme of one night's amusement :-

"This lot of enclosed orders must be performed. Notice.-Good men, and self in 
person, to appear with arms, at an early hour, at James Twohy's on the night of 
the 30th December, 1881, bringing Healy's shears and bayonet out of the stock and 
false whiskers for Owen I iordan also." 

Regimental orders, by Captain Moonlight, for appointed raids, 30th 12, 1881. 

"No. 1. Jam es Sullivan, to be shot in the leg. fother and daughter to be clipped 
,for dealing at Heggarty's. 

"No. 2. John Linehan, for .story-telling to Father F., clipped also. 
"No. 3. Dennis Coakley, for turning out his labourers, clipped also. 
" o. 4. John Murphy, shot in the legs, for paying his rent. 
"No. 5. Another man, name unknown, to be shot in the legs for paying his rent. 

(Signed and confirmed) CAPTAIN MOONLIGHT. 

" fory Coakeley, to be clipped for speaking to the police at Macroom." 

There is certainly something rather comic, if it were not so serious, 
in the notion of the innocent but impulsive Owen Riordan wandering 
forth in his dreamy way, disguised in a pair of false whiskers, and 
armed with a gun and bayonet, shooting some unlucky man in the legs, 
or clipping an offending woman, in the freaks of his singular reverie. But 
these strange reflections are after all plain and easy to understand in 
comparison with the last passage which the Freeman's article contains. 
"There is a snake in the grass; there are Talbots t'n tlte guise of patriots." 

Now that passage has one meaning, and one meaning only, in such a 

context. If this man Connell had not been a "Talbot,'' that is, an 

informer, he would have been a "patriot." He turned Queen's evidence, 
and therefore he is to be condemned, but the "guise of a patriot" is the 
guise in which this miserable ruffian presented himself to the "hot-· 
headed, dreamy youths" whom he appears to have led with such 

success. 
Such is one at least of the contributions which the Freeman's 

Journal h~s made to the discouragement of crime and outrage in 
Ireland. Let thuse who wish to discover what is the "guise of a 
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patriot" read the account of the trial of Connell and his accomplices 
.at the Cork Winter Assizes, for the year 1882. ( 1) 

It would be impossible to conclude a review of United Ireland 

without some reference to its earliest and perhaps most remarkable 
-contributor. In the very first number of the paper of which Mr. 
MacCarthy is a proprietor, appears a letter from a scoundrel of the 
.name of O'Donovan Rossa. 

The letter, which appears m the issue of the 13th August, is thus 
.introduced :-

"'!'he following, by 0 Donovan Rossa, appeared in a recent issue of his 
paper :-' Irish landlords, we have a few words to say to you. It has been 
-determined to give you warning that henceforward a record will be kept of all 
landlords who exercise their powers of eviction in Ireland, and for every such 
death sentence executed upon a tenant a death sentence will be executed by 
the Irish race against the offender's house, and the Irish race all over the 
world will give encouragement to the avengi ng angel." 

Then follows a request to be furnished with the names of the 
landlords concerned. 

Of course, as the Attorney-General for Ireland remarked in the 
House of Commons, this is a direct incitement to murder. That is 
nothing new for Mr. Rossa, but what ought not to be forgotten or 
overlooked, is that it is a letter of this nature from a ruffian of this 
type that the managers of United Ireland think desirable to pick out 
for insertion in the very first number of the journal through which they 
were addressing the people of Ireland. Mr. McCarthy and his 

companions in this last literary venture have a good deal to answer 
for. In another chapter we shall see how the advice which was so 
thoughtfully transcribed went home to those whom it was intended to 

reach. 

(1) In his speech in the House of Commons in February, 1882, the Attorney· 
General for Ireland asked the following pertinent question : " But who defended 
' Captain Moonlight' ? It was sworn at the trial that the Land League was connected 
with these outrages. The defence was undoubtedly carried on by the Land League 
\Vhere did the hundred guineas for counsel come from? Who paid the original 

' retainer and the refreshers from day to day? The question had never been 
answered. Those fees were not paid from subscriptions." 



CHAPTER x. 

POPULAR FALLACIES WITH REGARD TO 
THE LAND LEAGUE. 

"Intimidation means violence, or the threat of violence, and the threat, we all· 
know, would do nothing without the perfectly understood reJ.lity behind it. 

"It is an insult to our knowledge and our understandings to talk of restricting the 
interference of such organisations to ' moral suasion' ; we know that it never slops 
there, and would be laughed at if it did ; and we see every cla.y in ·tances of the 
extent to which the sense of crime and wrong dies ont of the minds of both instru-
ments and lc!aders." 

lV. R. Gren-. 

THE LAND LEAG UF: AND THE REPR LSS IO OF CRli\lE-LAND LE/\\. Ul!. 

1\'l ~ETING . AND AGRARTAN OUTRAGES-TH E "WILD JUSTICE OF REVf: ' GE"

J TCORRECTNE S OF THE DEFINIT ION -LAND LEAGUE PROTl".STS A\-A IKST OUTRAGE, 

BY MR. DIGGAR, l\lR. DILLON, MR. SEXTON , A D Mh .. PARNELL-MR. GLADSTO E 

AND MR l'AR!\ELL. 

In dealing with the history of the Land League it would be 

undesirable to omit all mention of certain fallacies connected with it, 

and with subjects upon which it has declared its opinion ; fallacies 

which seem likely to obtain credence among outsiders for no other 

reason than that no one has hitherto taken the trouble to contradict them. 

For instance-It is an absolute fallacy t!tat t!te Land League lzas ever 
controlled or dimini's!ted out-rages; and it is equally a fallacy to suppose that 
were tlie leaders of t!te L eague at t!tis moment free to exert t!teir influence, 

they would exert it in fa vour of the suppression of crime. 

Mr. Parnell asserted, in his speech at New Ross, that a suitable 

organisation among the tenants would render crime unnecessary. Here 

are the figures which sbow the almost exact correspondence between the 

number of Land League meetings and the number of agrarian crimes 
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in each county in in the year 1880, during which year, be it remem· 
bered, the Land League operations were absolutely unfettered. 

1879 1879 1880 1880 1879 1879 1880 188c 
0 ... " " :3. c . d • c . ~.,; c . ~~ to~ tj!V> c . <1 tn .g ~ "' bO OS"' <1 OD <1 "' 

t~ ... c ... c ·~ s j.§ ·;: ~ 
County. ~ ·~ ,_.i ·~ County. r: = ~·:: 

"""' ~8 -0 ... ~8 -0 ~ ~~3 -0 ~ ~:J c ..... c .... :;::;;: r:: .... 
c: "'< ~""' <:""' ,_J .... ...l ...i 

Carlow 3 2 22 Tipper:uy (S.R.) 4 14 18 57 
1>ublin 8 7 Waterford •.• I 4 5 46 
Kiiclare 0 12 IO 30 Antrim 3 I 7 15 
Kilkenny 3 8 13 31 ArmaJ!h 8 8 30 
King"s County 2 34 IO 49 Cavan 35 15 73 
Longford 3 16 II 31 Donegal 2 25 15 52 
Louth 0 8 4 8 Down 23 IO 6 20 
l\Ieath 5 19 IO 41 Fermanagh ••• 2 4 7 6 
Qneen·s 2 5 13 18 ~~ondonderry 4 7 4 14 
\ cstmeath ..• I 36 16 35 Monaghan ... 2 8 12 19 
W xford 4 4 14 56 Tyrone 6 II 11 21 
Wicklow ... 0 I 6 23 Galway (E.R.) 5 23 34 78 
Clare 4 21 20 93 Galway (W.R.) 14 146 34 324 
Cork (E.R.) 6 27 42 157 Leitrim 4 26 32 102 
Cork (W.R.) 0 16 27 133 Mayo 37 178 55 343 
Kt>rry 4 13 23 298 Roscommon 6 35 36 43 
Limerick ... 3 27 17 186 ) Sligo 5 53 22 71 
Tipperary (N.R.) 4 14 8 49 I 

It will thus be seen that, according to a fair average, a Land League 
meeting may be considered good for four outrages, the rate of pro
duction being higher in the Southern counties where the League is 
most thoroughly organised, and lower as a rule in Ulster and Co. 
Dublin, where the organisation took little root. Mayo-as might be 
expected from its being the birthplace of the Land League-carries off 
the palm in the number both of its meetings and its outrages. 

It i's a fallacy lo suppose that lite Land League leaders if at liberty 
would control crime. 

At least this is the conclusion to which the facts seem to point. At 
no period has the total of agrarian crime been so high as in December, 
1880. In December, 1880, the Land League was at the height of its. 
power ; it was interfered with by no Coercion Act, by no prosecutions, 
by no newspaper seizures. If the Land Leaguers are so ready to 
control crime in 1882, why did they not check it in 1880? 

It zs a fa/lacy to believe tlzat tlze agrarian outrages which have recently 
taken place in Ireland are the ''Wild JustiCe of Revenge." 

This is a phrase of Mr. Parnell's, and the sentence, or the idea 
w4ich it contains, has been repeated so often that there is a real danger 
<>f some persons actually going so far as to believe it. The danger is 
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not merely an imaginary one. For instance, here is an instaqce of 
what it leads to. The following is a quotation from a letter by a 
Mr. George Mitchell addressed to an Engli~h paper :-

"The shooting of innocent men and women from behind hedges is mentioned. 
I don' t think any innocent men have been shot. I know for certain that some who 
have been sacrified to the desperation of a ruined, starved, and outraged nation 
have been 'verily guilty.' " 

This would be wicked if it were not merely foolish. Mr. Mitchell 
of course has been misled by the popular notion that the victims of 
agrarian crime in Ireland during the last two years have been the 
landowning class. The misconception ought to be entirely remO\·ed 
by the following words taken from the charge of Judge Fitzgerald, 
addressed to the grand jury at Cork, in January, r 882. He says :-

" The totally different character of the crimes we have had to deal with here and 
on a similar occasion twelve months ago or at periods still further back, cannot fail to 
have struck you. I have not had before me during the present protracted silting a 
ingle ca!>e of outrage upon one of the upper classes. 'Ve had no case of a gentleman' 

life being attempted , or a landlord 's or an agent's house being broken into, or one of 
the aristocracy threatened in any way. They have been, one and all outrages com
mitted upon the poor and the humble ; and I have indeed felt for these unfortunate 
people, liv ing in lonely h ouses on the mountain side and away from all succour, 
possibly with very humble means of securing food or other necessaries." 

Up to the present time the total number of persons actualiy 1-illed 
during the past year is twenty-one. The attempts to commit murder 
have reached the formidable total of sixty-eight, and the fact that several 
hundreds of persons have been under personal protection has 
probably saved a large number of lives. There have been no less than 
one hundred cases of aggravated assault, not including sixty-seven 
assaults on police and process servers. Not one landlord has been 
murdered during this period. (1) 

But to return for a moment to Mr. Parnelrs description of the 
Land League murders as being the" Wild Justice of Revenge." Never 
was there a definition which more widely departed from the truth in 
every word which it contained. The crime which has characterised the 
·present agitation is not wild, is not justice, and is not revenge. 

It is not wild, fo: it is one of the basest characteristics of this reign 
of terror, that the crimes which it produces are, in almost every case, 

.deliberate, calculated, planned attacks, always upon the defenceless, 
,always upon the unprotected, always upon the unresisting. 

(I) These figures do not include the first three months of 18821 which would add 
. :onsiderably to the total under each hea<l. 



The Truth about the Land League. 5r 

It is not necessary to pause to enquire into their justice. Even were 
they what crimes in Ireland have sometimes been, they would not be 
just; and the reflection gives an occasion for the expression of a protest 
against the loose habit into which some persons in England have at 
times allowed themselves to fall, when they have spoken of the murder 
-of unpopular and possibly harsh landlords as being a species of rude 
justice. The step between condemning harsh and cruel action under 
the law, and condoning the assumption by any individual of the 
itcrrible responsibility of inflicting death upon his fellow-creatures is so 
wide, that to ignore it, or even to seem to ignore it, is to do incalculable 
harm in any country, in Ireland more than in any other country. But 

-0nce for all the idea should be dismissed that the men and women on 
"~hose persons and whose property these barbarities are committed, are 
landlords or anything of the kind; they are simply men and women 
who have dared to be honest, who have striven to be true. 

And lastly, as to the third point of Mr. Parnell's definition, which 
speaks of these crimes ::is "acts of vengeance." They are not acts of 
-vengeance; they are acts of deliberate cruelty and tyranny, inflicted 
for the sake of propping up a vile system, for the purpose of annexing 
other people's property, and of establishing the will of an illegal 
·organisation. They are the means used to punish the innocent and to 
.shield the guilty, and are in no sense of the word, good or bad, 
vengeance or revenge. 

It z~· a fallacy to believe that the leaders of the Land Lcag1te hm.1e made 

.any ejfertive protest against outrage. 

Some protests they have made, but they were neither effectiYe n01 
effectual. The following are samples. 

Mr. Biggar's protest we have already quoted:-
"\Ve do not recommend shooting landlords," says the member for Cavan, "That 

is an extreme measure, and certainly we cannot recommend it." 

Or again:-
"It is no part of the duty of the Land League to recommend the shooting of 

landlords for a great variety of reasons." 

Strange to say, these strictures and the explanations by which 
they were accompanied did not produce the required effect; quite the 
·-contrary. (r) 

Nor are 1\lr. Dillon's protests very impressive :-

(1) Sec p. 4P. 



The Truth about the Land League. 

"I wish to tell the landlords, that while we prevent every act of outrage uptrn 
their cbss, that if they undertake, as indicated in this speech, to repeat the deeds of 
past ye:us, I think I shall say we have at our disposal means which shall make themi 
bitterly repent the day," 

Or again:-
"Now, I want to point out to the landlords that we have advised the people of 

Ireland always to carry on this agitation pe:-ce lbly, and to injure no man in the 
course of it, but I wish here to tell the landlords of Ireland that if they take the law 
into their hands and declare war on the Irish people, I believe the Irish people know 
how to defend themselves,-(' We will,' and cheers)-and I believe, what is more,. 
that the Irish people have got in their possession a great many of those tools which. 
the landlords considered were their exclusive right to possess. (Cheers.) Furthermore, 
I tell the Irish landlords that it is the right of every Irish tenant to have the same 
arms that an Irish landlord has, and that the day is gone by when the Irish landlord 
can turn his house into an arsenal, and have his thousands of guns and his pistols t0> 
be used against the people, and that it shall be considered a crime for an Irish tenant 
to hang his rifle over his mantelpiece. (Cheers.) \Ve mean not to break the peace, 
we mean to carry on this great movement peaceably and orderly, but I tell the man 
who breaks the peace on the Irish people, that he and his order will repent it, and 
they will before very Jong learn to know thnt they have made a very false step both. 
for themselves and for the privileges which they sought to defend." 

Mr. Sexton also is found protesting, and this is how he does it:-

"There is one point upon which this resolution is silent, and I think it my duty to
say that if any man be found among you to violate the rule which you have laid down 
-if any man be found who takes a farm from which another has been evicted-it is. 
your duty, it is your right, to make evidenced the feeling which the action of that 
man caused in your minds. You have no idea-I am sure none of you would commit 
an outrage. Outrage hurts our cause. It may. gratify the feelings of one man, but it' 
raises tlu cry /01· coercion, which may, perhaps, interfere with the progress of our 
movement, and do material hurt." 

It may be that diligent enqu.iry would reveal other protests even 
more forcible than these tremendous denunciations ! It is to be· 
hoped so ; but while Messrs. Parnell, Dillon, and Sexton sat at the same 
council table as Messrs. Biggar, Brennan, Sheridan, Boyton, and 
Kettle, it is hardly to be supposed that their hearers should be much 
impressed by these uncontroilable outbursts of indignation. 

Mr. Parnell's protests deserve special mention. The first which he 
vouchsafed has been already recorded. ( 1) " 1\1 urder," he declared, 
''was an entirely unnecessary measure of procedure, entirely unnecessary 
and absolutely prejudicial where there was a suitable organisation 
among the tenants.'' 

It is no use breaking the sixth commandment where there is a 
local Land League. That is certainly satisfactory as far as it goes. 

(1) Seep. 10. 
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But this effort does not exhaust Mr. Parnell's powers of protest

far from it. On the 7th October, 1881, the Prime Minister of 
England, speaking before twenty thousand people at Leeds, openly and 
deliberately charged the President of the Irish National Land League 

'"ith complicity with the assassination 
Mr. Gladstone's words :-

merica. These were 

1end of Ireland, but in all his 
tter one word of disapproval about 

ssassination literat e of that country. Not American 
literature; no, there is tan American who oes not spurn and loathe it; but there 
.are, it is sad to say, a ot of Irishmen w are not ashamed to point out, in the 
Press which they mai ain, how the ships f Her Majesty's Navy ought to be blown 
.into the air to destr the power of En nd by secret treachery, and how individuals 
they are pleased to elect ought to be ade the object of the knife of the assassin 
because they do t conform to the ew Irish gospel." 

Never, probably, was a graver charge brought by a great statesman 
.against the leader of a political party. The accusation was made before 
the whole world, and before the whole world it was answered. This is 
how it was answered. On the 9th October Mr. Parnell alluded to the 

charge brought against him in these terms :-

" 1\lr. Gbdstone accuses me of not having repudiated what he calls the dynamite 
policy. \Veil, I am not aware that Mr. Shaw has repudiated that dynamite policy 
either. But I will tell you what Mr. Shaw did. Mr. Shaw did not ' repudiate the 
dynamite policy any more than I did, but I will tell you what he said eighteen months 
ago. Ile said that his blood boiled whenever he saw a process server-(Jaughter)-and 
that he never saw one without feeling inclined to take the lynch-pin out of his cart. 
(Renewed laughter.) That speech of Mr. Shaw's was a clearer incitement to an act 
of violence than anything ever said by any of the men that are in any of the jails 
throughout the country. • • Mr. Shaw has not the courage to meet the process 
server openly, as many of the men and women of Ireland have done." (1) Freeman's 
Jo .'1r11al, 1otlt Octobtr, 1881. 

This is Mr. Parnell's answer ; this is his repudiation. He does not 
even attempt to deny his complicity with the paper by which hi~ 

organisation is paid, but contents himself with reciting a cock-and-bull 
story about one of the most honest and patriotic of his countrymen, which 
has as much to do with the point as the story of Jack and the Beanstalk. 

(1) The following is from a speech of the Attorney-General for Irelnnci, in the 
House of Commons, i6th February, 1882.-" At the winter assizes at Cork it was 
proved that some bailiffs were stripped naked by women. If there was one thing 
in Ireland they were proud of it was the virtue of their women. But under the 
te:iching of the League women stripped a bailiff naked and hunted him for four miles. 
\Vomen were put forward by the men to tear from the bailiffs their last rag of clothing. 
l have lived all my life in Ireland, and I know her people pretty well, and have 
Jlever heard of anything like this before." 
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CH,\ PTER XI 

NO RENT-AND THE UNvVRITTEN LAvV .. 

"After Mass at Tuam Cathedral, the Rev. Dr. McEvilly, Bishop of Galway,. 
de1ivered a mo~t impressive sermon, in which, in unsparing language, he denounced 
the teaching of the new doctrine of 'No Rent' as being contrary to every principle 
of religion, every dictate of morality, and a breach of that law which says, 'Thou 
shalt not steal.'"-bis!t T£mes, November 2nd, 1881. 

THE LAND LEAGUE STORY-INSIDE THE no 'S E-AKD OUTSIDE-A "FAIR 

TRIAL" FOR THE LAND ACT- MR. PAil ' ELL'S T ."l' CASE -THE ONYE:\"TIO:\' 

.AND THE LA:\'D ACT-THE "U::-\WRITTEN LAW ''-WlIAT IT IS-THE NO RE:\"T 

.MANlFESTO-HOW ENFORCED-A MODEL FARM. 

We have already spoken of certain popular fallacies connected with 
the Land League and its organisation ; it remains for us to mention 
one more delusion which the followers of Mr. Parnell haye endeavoured 
to encourage on this side of the Channel, and which they have possibly 
induced some uninformed persons to accept as the truth. Those who 
are not accustomed to distinguish between Land League oratory as 
supplied to Irish audiences, and the same matter doctored for the use 
of the House of Commons: are now and then taken aback by the simple 
and plausible tale which they hear and which they are assured really 
represents the action and policy of the Land League. The " Un
written Law," they are told, means merely the force of public opinion 
directed against an individual who acts contrary to the wishes. 
of his class. The Land Act was to haye had a fair trial,. 
and the whole energies of the League were directed to securing 
such a trial until the task was made impossible by the precipitate and 
unconstitutional action of the Government in arresting the persons who 

were so anxious to see justice done. The No Rent doctrine did not 
mean no rent at all, but merely signified that in the opinion of 
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Mr. Parnell there ought to be a considerable reduction in the total 
amount of rent paid. These are the sort of statements which are now 
and again produced in grave, set speeches in the House of Commons; 
it will be worth while to enquire shortly what they are worth. It is 
best to go straight to the fountain head and see what Mr. Parnell says 

on the subject of a fair trial for the Land Act, and what he means by 
test cases. The telegram quoted, be it observed, is dated before the 
arrests which are supposed to have made so much difference. 

"Dublin, September 17th, 1881. To Collins, President Land League, Boston.
The Convention has just closed, after three days' session. Resolutions were adopted 
for national self-government, the unconditional liberation of the land for the people, 
tenants 1tot to use tlu rmt-fi.xi11g clauses of the Land Act, and follow old Land League 
lines and rely upon the old methods to reach justice. The executive of the League 
is empowered to select test ca es, in order that tenants i"n surrounding districls may 
ro·a!isc:, by the result of cases decided, the holloromss of tlte Act." 

(Signed) PARNELL. 

The " old methods" are hinted at in the following counsel given by 
Mr. Parnell :-

"I cannot see that the tenants will lose anything at all where it is possible for the 
Land League to keep the farm vacant. This has been our principle from the very 
commencement; without such a policy we could not have succeeded in the movement 
at all from the beginning, and if we are able to keep a tenant's farm vacant who has 
allowed his interest to be sold, there can be no shadow of doubt whatever that he 
will be able, if he desires, to make a satisfactory arrangement with his landlord 
hereafter. '-. cptember 9th, 1881. 

As we shall see, the "unwritten law" does its best to ensure the 
success of the policy of keeping farms vacant. 

Before, however, dealing with that aspect of the question, it may be 
as well to remove all doubt as to what was the view of the Land Act and 
its uses which the Land League sought to impress upon the I rish 
people. Again we quote from Messrs. Parnell, McCarthy and Co.'s 
special organ. This is what the U1tited Ireland of the I 7th September> 
r 881, has to say on the matter :-

"The spirit which cowed the tyrants in their rent offices must be the spirit in 
which the Land Commission Courts are to be approached if they are to be approached 
at all." 

And on the 24th of the same month:-

u The Convention has thrust Mr. Gladstone's Act aside , , • Dy a 
clear commission from the nation, the Land League resumes its sovereignty 
and its purpose. If the Lam! Courts do its bidding, well ; if they 
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refuse t.:> do it, better still. If they falter (as it is extremely 
likely they will), the Land League are now armed with the most ample authority to 
take the work out of their hands and to do it by swifter and sharper methods. . • 
The decree of the Convention is, that either the Land Act shall be used as a weapon 
in that war (against landlordism) er it shall not be used at all ; it shall be used for 
the benefit of the entire nation, or the man who uses it shall quit the society of bis 
fellow-men. It remains now for the country to see that decree obeyed." 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Parnell's special emissary to the United 
States, is as plain spoken as most of his colleagues are when not 
>tddressing an English audience. This is what he thinks of the Land 
Act:-

" Landlordism is dead, the spark of life cannot be put into the corpse. Gladstone's 
olicy was to fix a relation between the landlord and tenant ; the policy of the League 

vas to abolish the relation, and trample landlordism beneath its heel. Gladstone's 
and Act and the Land League were of precisely opposite principles." 

This is how a fair trial is to be given to the Land Act, by those who 
ave the impertinence to ask the British public to believe that they did 

not regard that measure as their worst and most dangerous enemy! 

As to the "unwritten law," by which, through two weary years, tbc 
tyranny of the Land League has been supported, it would be idle to 
attempt within the limits of such a compilation as this adequately to 
describe its brutal ferocity. Never was there a more entire delusion 
than to suppose that the influence which the Land League has exerted 
has been the influence of public opinion. It has been and still is the 
power which depends upon intimidation and outrage. The Land 
League farms have been kept vacant by Land League murders; boycot
ting has become a reality because, behind the boycotting notice, is the 
bullet of the assassin or the torch of the incendiary. The "No R ent" 
manifesto, wherever it has been effectual, has been effectual because 
those who paid rent knew that they might share the fate of Moroney in 
the Co. Clare. 

The following placard is one of the ordinances of the Land 
I.eaguc :-
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TO THE PEOPLE OF IRELAND. 

The Government of England has declared war against the Irish people. The 
<>rganisation that protected them against the ravages of landlordism has been declared 
"unlawful and criminal." A reign of terror has commenced. !\Ieet the action of 
the English Government with a determined passive resistance. The No Rent Banner 
'has been raised, and it remains with the people now to prove themselves dastards or 
imen, 

PAY NO RENT . 
.A.VOXD THE L.A.1'TD COURT. 

Such is the programme now hefore the country. Adopt it, and it will lead you to 
lree land and happy homes. Reject it, and slavery and degradation will be your 
portion. 

PAY NO RENT. 
The person who does should be visited with the severest sentence of social 

-ostracism • 
.A.VOXD THE LA.ND COURT. 

Cast out the person who enters it as a renegade to his country and to the cause of 
:his fellow men. 

HOLD THE HARVEST 
js the watchword. To do that effectually you should, as far as pos ible, turn it into 
money. Sell your stock, when such a course will not entail a lo s. !\lake a friendly 
arrangement with your creditors about your interests in your forms. A short and 
.sharp struggle now, and the vilest oppression that ever afllicted humanity will be 
wiped away. 

N'O RENT. 
Your brethren in America have risen to the crisi , and are re:idy to supply you 

J.vith unlimited funds, provided you maintain your attitude of passive re~istance and 

PAY NO RENT. 

NO REN'T. 
"The tenants of Ireland have still one tremendous move in their power, and that 

is TO QUIETLY STAY AT HOME AND PAY NO RENT. I believe that if they unitedly 
adopted a policy of passive resistance, which I do not see how it would be possible 
for the landlords to combat, it would lead to one of the greatest revolutions that 
Ireland has ever known."-NASSAU '\\7ILLIAM, Senior Professor Political Economy, 
University of Oxford. 

" I do not suggest an impossible hypothesis to your Majesty when I state the 
possibility (I might state it more strongly) of the tenantry of the country refusing to 
pay tithes or rents. The clergy and the landlords might have recourse to the law, but 
how is the law to be enforced? How can they <listrain for RE 'T OR TITHt:s UPON 

MILLIONS OF TENA Ts?"-The DUKE OF WELL! TGTON to the King. 

" The land, therefore, of any country is the common property of the people ot 
that country, because its real owner, the Creator, who made it, has tramferred it as a 
voluntary gift to them. "-Dr. NULTY, Bishop of Meath. 

PAY NO RENT. 
By Ordc:r, PATRICK EGAN, Treasurc1·. 
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The local branches are prompt to support the central authority. The 
following is a placard recently posted in Galway:-

"NOTICE. 

"£rn reward will be given to any person who can give sufficient information of 
any tenant farmer having paid any rent since the No-rent manifesto was issued by the 
Central Executive. And also a re1rani of £5 will be given to any persoi;i who can 
give information of any spy who is informing the police about the Land League· 
organisation. 

"BY ORDER OF THE Co:mmTTEE IN CouNCIL." 

This phcard was posted on the wall of a chapel. This is how the 

crime of honesty is detected ; the following paragraph will show how it 
is punished :-

' An armed party of sixteen men, disguised, attacked :i farmer's house at Feakle, 
co. Chre, yesterday morning. They entered the house, searched for a candle, hnt 
coulu not find one. They then went to the next house, procured a light, and return
ing to the farmer's hou e placed him on his knees, and shot the unfortunate man in 
the legs. His son, who was concealed under the bed, was dragged out and stabbed 
three times in the head. A second son, who had rushed for concealment to another 
part of the house, attempted to run out, when some of the party who remained out
side on guard, fired at the young fellow and killed him. The reason assigned for 
this extraonlin:uy outrage is that the farmer was suspected of having paid his rent." 

\ Vhat happened to Moroney, in Clare, is merely an example of what 
l1as happened to many another through all that part of Ireland in 

which the Land League has undertaken to enforce the doctrine, " Thou 

Shalt Steal." Those who are anxious to learn the extent to which the 

process of intimidation has been carried, have only to refer to the police 

reports of agrarian crime, or if they doubt the correctness of the 
information drawn froin that source, let them peruse the equally full 

record which may be found in the columns of United Ireland under 
the head of" Incidents of the Carnpaign.n 

When Ir. Dillon speaks of a " model farm " as a farm on which 

no living thing should, by the power of public opinion, be allowed to· 

e xist ; and when Mr. Boyton, chief organiser of the Land League, 
declares that "there are already a dozen model farms existing in the 

Co. Tipperary, standing as living witnesses that the landlords 
dare not till the land and cannot get a fo·ing man to strike a spade or 

a plough into it," it is well to remember how the farms are kept vacant,, 
~nd why no man dare till the land. 
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CHArTER XII. 

CONCLUSION. 

"\Vhy encourage men in a mischievous proceeding, because their absurdity may· 
disappoint their malice? 'But noticing them may give them consequence.' 
Certainly. But they are noticed, not with reproof, but with that kind of countenance 
which i given by an apparent concurrence (not a real one, I am convinced) of a great 
party, in the praises of the object which they hold out to imitation."-Burke. 

LANGUAGE USED DY LAND LEAGUERS-ITS COARSENESS-ITS DANGERS-RXCES· 

SIVE .'.\IODERATION I.'.'l DE.\LING WITH IT-MR. PARNELL AND THE HOUSE OF 

CO:.t:\10:.-.1 -CONDUCT OF lRISII :\lE.'.\lBERS-SUM~1ARY OF TUR ACIUE\ E~IENTS OF 

THE LAND LEAGUE-CONCLUSIO .• 

uch is the character, such are th actions of the leaders of the 
Irish Land League. In the preceding chapters illustrations have been 

given of what it is that they have been teaching the people of I reland 

during the past two years. One other feature in their method of serving 
their country has not been alluded to, and deserves, at least, a passing 
comment. The persistent coarseness and vulgarity with which, both in 

and out of Parliament, the Land League campaign has been conducted 

is a. matter which, perhaps, has scarcely received sufficient consideration. 

The language in which it has been thought necessary to inculcate 

patriotism and plead the cause of justice outside the House is indeed a 

minor consideration in comparison with the physical methods which are 

taken to enforce adhesion to a principle. With some people it is 

possible that Mr. O'Donnell's comparison of l\Ir. Gladstone to Judas 

Iscariot may pass for wit j but the number must be few; they are 

probably the persons to whom the following lines of Miss Parnell's . 

appear to be poetry:-

" Tear up that parchment lie ! 
You, Gladstone, sunk supine to quivering slush; 
You, Forster, with the sign of Cain in brea t and eye; 
You, Bright, whose slopping tongue can gloze and gush; 
You, puppet urood, the le ser legi lative fry-
A people's might your bungled work shall crush! 
A people ':; wr:i.th your i;:rinning cozenage tlcfy. 
\Ve will not loo c the land, we will not starve or fly; 
Te:i.r up your chartered lie ! " 
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Wea pons such as these do little harm to any but those who wield 
them ; and if the evil rested there, there would be little to complain of. 
Unfortunately, however, there is another and a more serious aspect of 
the question. What is mere coarseness outside Parliament bids fair to 
become a real danger if tolerated within its walls. 

It is a real danger that the House should have to put up with the 
repetition of such scenes as that which Mr. Bright well described as 
·" the worst attempt he had ever known to insult and degrade the 
Imperial House of Parliament." It is a real danger that the House 
should become habituated to the use of language which, if uttered in the 
"Codgers' Hall," would ensure the instant expulsion of the offender by 
methods less ceremonious than effective. The House of Commons 
.already appears to some outside observers to be in a fair way to 

" Get wantonness confirmed by Act of Parliament an honesty, 
And so approved of all." 

And the danger, such as it is, does not become less formidable when 
"We reaiise, as many members must themselves have realised, and as all 
those who have followed the course of Land League oratory are con
-vinced,that insult and obstruction are part of the organised machinery by 
which a party in the State has made up its mind to work. 

There are probably few political virtues so essential as those of 
patience and toleration towards opponents ; but there is a point at which 
patience and toleration become little more than weakness and blindness. 
Mr. Parnell has frankly avowed that the British Constitution having 
been given to him and his followers for one purpose, it is his intention 

~to use it for another ; and that other, hostile to those who are interested 
in maintaining it Outside the House he and his friends have, both in 
their speeches and in the Press, announced their intention of obstructing 
the House of Commons, and the whole business of the Government of 
England. It is hard to say where the line is to be drawn in political 
warfare now-a-days, and when Mr. Parnell boasts to a provincial 
audience that an Act of Parliament, on which five-sixths of the House 

.are determined, " shall not pass as long as he can stand in the House ; " 
or again when he declares th:lt "he and his party occupy an independent 
position in the House of Commons . pledged to be a separate 

·element in the Legislature, and, if necessary, disorderly, disorganising, 
in terfering with every business that may be transacted, as far as it is 
·expedient or feasible;" it is possible that he is pursuing a wise and 
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patriotic course. But when we find the same speaker rising m the 
House which he has thus threatened, and saying, "I appeal to the 
sense of fair play that no doubt is entertained by the majority of the 
members of this House," and when we reflect that hitherto such an 
appeal has never been made in vain, we are tempted to doubt whether 
matters have not gone rather beyond the stage when concession and 
indulgence are likely to be of much service. 

It may be all very well for one of Mr. Parnell's lieutenants to speak 
publicly of the House of Commons as "500 scoundrels ; " and for 
another to tell his hearers that the English Government is based upon 
"murder, rapine, violence, confiscation, sacrilege, buckshot, bayonets, and 
flying columns;" (r) and to escape with nothing more than the contempt 
which they deserve ; but when these same persons or their friends again 
and again demand and receive the indulgence of the assembly and the 
Government which they are so eager to vilify, they present a spectacle 
which, in English politics at any rate, has fortunately had few parallels. 

One more remark remains to be made. It is simply a calamity that 
none of the many Irish members who disapprove of the teachings and 
policy of :Mr. Parnell, have felt it their duty to endeavour to present 
the other side of the question to their unfortunate countrymen. 
It requires some knowledge of the literature which is m 
circulation in a great part of Ireland to realise the extraordinary 
diffusion ot pure and unadulterated falsehood that has gone on: 
among a people who are only too ready to believe any statement which. 
coincides with what may be their view at the moment. It is hard tc> 
conceive the difference which might have been made if those, who by 
every reason of propriety and fitness might have felt it their duty t<> 
stand between their countrymen and doctrines which they knew to be 
pernicious and wrong, had, instead of confining themselves to platonic 
discourses upon the necessity of agrarian reform and the wickedness 

of outrage, made use of their privilege as Irishmen speaking to 
Irishmen, and had, with whatever inconvenience or annoyance to them
selves, fairly faced the Boytons, the Biggars,and the Parnells on their own 
ground. Had they done so they might have rendered a service to Ireland 
which no parliamentary distinction, however high, is able to confer. 

We have now reached the fo~1its intended in this compiiation The 

(1) Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 



The Trutlt about t!te Land League. 

Irish Land League has been represented as it has chosen to represent 
itself. The men and their methods have been described. The 
charges which have been made are not brought against men who are 
unable to answer for themselves; for the offences committed, if offences 
they be, were neither denied nor palliated at a time when the power to 

·<lo so was not taken away. With an Anglo-American Protestant land
lord, educated at Cambridge, at its head-with a nameless tribe of 
ruffians and desperadoes at its tail- the Irish Land League in the short 

«_;pace of two years has succeeded in accomplishing an amount of harm 
which it is not easy to over-estimate. With regard to England and 
English matters the position may be briefly summed up by saying that 
every effort which either the generosity, the friendship, or the remorse 
·Of Englishmen may have made to remove the difficulties of their Irish 
fellow countrymen, and to create a better feeling between the -two 
peoples, it has been the deliberate endeavour · of the Land League to 
prevent or to undo. 

But though in an indirect way the Land League may have inflicted 
.some damage on Eng1and and English institutions, the mischief is nothing 
in comparison with the misery and disgrace which it has succeeded 
in inflicting upon Ireland. It has succeeded in branding the people of 
Ireland against their will with thestigma of national dishonesty. It has 

.forced from the reluctant people of England a curtailment of the laws which 
guaranteed the freedom of the subject. It has done its best to secure 

1the contempt, if not the hatred, of the great Radical party in England, 
.by its persistent refusal to dispense with outrage and insult in the 
furtherance of its aims. It has discredited, almost beyond the hope of 
recovery, the power of legitimate agitation in Ireland; and lastly, by a 
far-reaching and well organised system of terrorism it has forced tens of 
thousands of Irishmen to acquiesce in acts and principles against which 
.their hearts, in common with those of every honest man, must have 
.revolted. Meanwhile, by a refinement of impertinence the representatives 
·of the Land League in Parliament have appealed to the generosity and 
forbearance of that people whom, according to their own statement, it is 
.their avowed intention .to insult, to injure, and to ruin. Such is the 
indictment. Against the leaders of the Land League it is laid and 
.against them only. 

Against the unhappy people upon ·whose ignorance or whose 
passions they have practised no accusation is made. Against those who 



The Truth about the Land League. 

through fear or through folly have stood by and seen the demoralisation 

of their country go on before their eyes, no charge is here made. The 
poor tenantry of Ireland have had a bitter .l~t to bear, and little enough 
.he1p in discerning true from false guides. The indictment is not 

against them ; it is in their cause that it is drawn up . 
.But against those who with malice aforethought have used their 

knowledge to mislead and inflame their countrymen, the indict
ment is laid. The force ol public opinion in these days is over
whelming, the force of public opinion with right on its side is 
irresistible. As the power of universal approval is enormous, so 
.also is the power of universal reprobation. No man, no party, it 
matters not who they be, can stand before it when it is just. The ways 

and means, the methods and aims, of the persons who have created and 
·conducted the Irish Land League have been described. Th~ facts may 
be wrongly stated; if so, they will be confuted. But if they have been 
'Stated rightly, then it is to be wi hed that every English-speaking man 
and woman, and everybody who is called upon to stand in judgment 
between the people of England and the leaders of the Land League, 
should hear and know them. The result is not to be feared. The 
judgment of such a tribunal is irresistible, and as to the nature of that 
judgment there need be neither doubt nor alarm. 
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APPENDIX. 

" A Lie runs from ~faine to Texas while Truth is putting on her boots.,, 
-Amaican Provcrbr 

T HI': ' 0 RENT :IIANIFESTO-THE LA~D LEAGUE AND OUTRAGES-MR. PARNELL . 

AT E"'NI S-CRDfE A~D EVICTfO:-JS-l\lR. 0 1DONNELL AND MR. PARNELL-MR. 

PAR:>IELL'S COERCIO'.'l' ACT-CARRYING OUT THE UNWRITTEN LAW-IRISH AND

RSGLISH CR DIE. 

THE NO-RENT MANIFESTO. 

The No-Rent Manifesto, published with the authority of Mr. ParnelI 
~nd his colleagues, is still before the Irish people as the deliberate 
expres5ion of the views of the National Land League. This illegal and 
immoral document, publicly circulated among the Irish people, has 
never, either publicly or priv.:itely, been withdrawn or disavowed. We 
have, however, Mr. Parnell's assurance that it is no longer to be circu
lated. As, however, it is already in the hands of those whom it was 
intended to teach, this is a concession of doubtful value. 

TIIE LAND LEAGUE AND OUTRAGE. 

It has been asserted again and again that the suppression of the Land. 
League gave an impetus to crime, and that the imprisonment of the· 
prominent organisers prevented the League from doing what they other
wise were anxious to do-namely, suppress outrage. 

This is simply untrue ; and the proof is that at no period during 
the whole agitation has agrarian crime been so prevalent as 
during the last three months of 1880, when the Land League was ab
solutely free, interfered with neither by prosecutions, by imprisonment, 
nor by proclamation. 

l\IR. PARNELL AT ENNIS. 

No reference has been made in these pages to Mr. Parnell's speech' 
at Ennis; the omission ought to be supplied, as the passage quoted 
below furnishes the key to the whole Land League campaign, which has 
been throughout conducted upon the principle contained in it, namely, 
the enforcement of political ends by acts of persecution directed against 
individuals. 

These are Mr. Parnell's words :-
" Now what are you to do to a tenant who bids for a farm from which his . 

nei~hbour has been evicted?" (Various shouts, among which "Kill him,'' "Shoot 
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him.'') "Now I think I heard somebody say, 'Shoot him,' but I wish to point out to 
you a very much better way, a more Christian and a more charitable way, which 
would give the lost sinner an opportunity of repenting. \Vhen a man takes a 
farm from which another has been evicted, you must show him on the roadside when 
you meet him ; you must show him in the streets of the town; you must show him at the 
shop counter; you must show him in the fair and in the market place, and even in the 
house of worship, by leaving him severely alone, by putting him into a moral 
Coventry, by isolating him from the rest of his kind, as if he was a leper of old; 
you must show him your detestation of the crime he has committed, and you may 
<lepend upon it if the population of a county in Ireland carry out this doctrine that 
there will be no man so full of avarice as to dare the public opinion of all right
thinking men within the country, and to trangress J'Oltr 1mwritte1t code of laws." 

CRIME AND EVICTIONS. 

The question of evictions, like most others which the Land League 
leaders have undertaken to deal with, has been treated in a very 
different style according to the audience addressed and the conclusions 
to be enforced. 

Before, however, discussing the various forms which the question has 
been made to assume, it will be well briefly and once for all to recall 
what is in effect the English point of view as embodied in the utterances 
of nearly every public man of importance, and enforced by the whole 
current of recent legislation, either attempted or accomplished. It is 
the wish of the English people that evictions should be as rare as 
possible, that they should be made as little oppressive as possible, and 
that where the transfer can be effected with equity the property in the 
land which now gives the landlord the right to evict, should pass on 
just terms to the tenant, so as to do away altogether with the necessity 
for evictions in the future. This is the policy which has been indicated 
in every line of the Compensation Bill, of the Land Act, of the Arrears 
Bill, and of the projects that have from time to time been brought 
forward to extend the operation of the Bright Clauses of the Act of 
1870. That these ends are desirable the English people have admitted. 
But the difficulties in the way of giving effect to their wishes have been 
enormously increased by the action of the Land League, who, by 
deliberately compelling landlords to evict in cases where it was not only 
just but necessary that they should do so, have made it almost impossible 
to discriminate between those who were the objects of harsh and possibly 
unjust treatment and the large number who, after having deliberately 
elected to obey the thieving counsels of the Land League, found them
selves face to face with the consequences from which that organisation 
promised to hold them harmless. We now come to the view of the 
question as presented at different times and in different places by the 
leaders of the Land League, and in examining their arguments on the 
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subject we shall do well at the outset to set our faces against the loose 
way of dealing with provocation and crime which has been encouraged 
only too successfully by a considerable class of political reasoners. It is: 
certainly a new phase for English politicians to acquiesce as calmly as: 
many of them seem to do now-a-days in what they appear to consider a 
self-evident proposition-namely, that the one, the only, and the natural 
method of expressing discontent with the law, or dissatisfaction with 
social conditions, is to break the law and to commit murder. 
It is astonishing to observe the cool way in which it is taken for 
granted by many that to say a man has been asked to pay his debts and 
refused is at once a full and sufficient explanation of any crime, from 
larceny to. homicide, which the debtor may think fit to commit. But, 
setting aside this view of the question, we come to the consideration of 
the Land League case. Argued even on the ground of its own sup
porters, we shall see that, granting their assumptions, the position is not 
much improved. 

These remarks have been entitled "Crime and Evictions," and the 
two subjects have been coupled together in deference to the series of 
arguments which has invariably connected the one with the other. 

It will be seen below how far this connectic n exists in fact. Mean
while, to return to the various ways in which the Land League have 
treated the question of evictions according to the lesson they wished to, 
teach at any given moment. 

First, there is the lesson as t~ught to the Irish tenants. "Pay what 
rent you please, none if you think fit; be evicted rather than pay 
more than you please." This is the first instruction. "Pay no rent cit 
all under any circumstances." This is the second and perfected 
counsel of the League. In both cases the tenants are ordered to allow 
themselves to be evicted rather than be honest, and the reward for 
their dishonesty is to be the special protection of the League which 
guarantees that they shall not be the losers. A number of tenantst 
fewer fortunately than the League leaders supposed, believed the Land 
League, chose the path of dishonesty, and found, too late, that the law 
was too strong for them. If any such were evicted, they were rightly 
and justly evicted, and every case where such persons have lost their 
holdings stands as a lasting testimony to the mischief that has been 
done by the League in confusing plain issues, and obscuring the cl:;iims. 
of those who are suffering unjustly by mixing them up with the 
recriminations of the dupes of the Land League. 

Many of the evictions which have taken place in the poorer parts of 
Galway are instances in point where real and great suffering has been 
caused, and, it may be, injustice done. There has been no lack of 
sympathy felt and expressed in England for those who have been thus 
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evicted, and already very practical steps have been taken by individuals 
to assist the sufferers. It is to render the recurrence of such suffering 
impossible that the emigration and arrears clauses of the Land Act 
were passed, the Land Court founded, and the new Arrears Bill 
introduced. The poor tenants of Connemara have, and deserve to have, 
many friends in England; but the men who try to make their 
m isfortunes the cloak for crimes with which they have nothing to do, 
a re assuredly not among the number. 

So much for the lesson which ha!: been taught in Ireland. In 
England there has been a twofold version of the story. For a long 
period the orthodox Land League explanation of agrarian outrages was 
that they were acts of vengeance perpetrated by persons who had 
been evicted harshly and unjustly, men who having been 
d ispossessed from their holdings were ready to turn their hands against 
the law which oppressed them, in the persons of those who put that law 
in force. Again and again the English public were assured that as an 
increase of evictions was immediately followed by an increase of crime, 
so a diminution of the former would inevitably lead to a decrease of the 
latter. This was a plausible and easily understood doctrine, as long as 
it lasted; it did yeoman's service for a time, and would have been 
unanswerable if it had borne any relation whatever to the facts. Its 
weakness lay in its being a pure work of imagination. It has done its 
duty, and has now been discarded. The following figures shew the 
real relation between evictions and agrarian crime. They are worthy of 
careful attention, as enforcing the conclusion so long ago arrived at by 
those who have studied the course of Mr. Parnell's agitation-namely, 
that crime follows the Land League and not the process-server. The 
figures are as follow :-

CONN AUGHT. 

188 r. 188r. 1881. 1881. 1882. 
1st Qr. Qr. 3rd Qr. 4th Qr. 1st Qr. 
~ 

,__,.._.... 
~ -'-- ~ 

.,; 
"' ui ui rJl -- i:: r:: i:: i:: r:: 
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.§ (.) .§ a (.) .§ u .§ ·;; ·;;: ·;;: ·;:; '> "> 
~ u ~ u ~ u ~ u ~ u 
-- - ~I-;-

- - - - --------
Galway (E. R. ) ... ... 2 25 19 46 4 104 35 72 
Galway (W.R.) ... ... 2 98 40 54 48 55 7 69 98 84 
Leitrim ... ... . .. . .. 1 3~ 22 75 41 61 60 56 24 88 49 
Mn.yo ... ... . .. . .. II4 7I 68 134 56 33 66 88 58 
Roscommon ... ... .. . 

I 
5 12 46 38 20 53 52 70 39 52 

Sligo ... .. . ... ... 2 14 27 27 21 31 14 28 16 57 
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MUNSTER. 

1881. 1881. 1881. 1881. 1882. 
1st Qr. 2nd Qr. 3rd Qr. 4th Qr. 1st Qr. 
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- -------------
Clare ... ... ... ... 5 20 25 27 24 55 14 I08 52 117 
Cork (E. R.) ... ... . .. 12 34 27 86 76 74 I9 114 21 63 
Cork (W. R.) ... ... ... 8 5I 28 97 38 85 60 I03 13 65 
Kerry ... . .. ... . .. IO 98 62 III 100 71 20 120 94 100 
Limerick ... . .. ... I5 38 26 65 34 54 17 I05 97 59 
Tipperary (N. R.) ... ... 0 IJ 9 47 II 54 12 82 I8 74 
Tipperary (S. R.) ... . .. 4 12 3 27 IO 21 5 73 JI 110 
Waterford ... ... . .. IO I7 6 18 28 20 2 41 9 27 

But the doctrine above referred to was too outrageously in 
contradiction to the facts to be indefinitely maintained; and there was 
this additional difficulty to be met-namely, that assuming the 
explanation of outrages to be the correct one, it was obviously against 
the landlords and their agents that the vengeance of the evicted tenants. 
ought to have been directed. As the facts were the exact contrary of 
this, and as it almost invariably happened that the outrages were 
committed, not by men who could not pay their debts but upon men 
who did pay them, another explanation had to be found. It has lately 
been furnished with slight variations by two leading members of the 
extreme party. 

" The outrages are committed by small tenants upon the larger 
tenants, in order that the latter may be terrorised into obeying the No 
Rent decree, and that thereby the former may be protected against some 
possible action which in their opinion is likely to be taken against them, 
when others have paid their rents." (I.) 

This is almost literally the explanation vouchsafed by Mr. Parnell ini 
the House of Commons, on May I 5th. It is an exact confirmatioru 
of everything that has been previously said in these pages about the 
action of the League. In a word, the outrages have been deliberate 
precautions, taken in advance, to guard against a contingency which 
may never arise. They have been organised and carried out, on Mr. 
Parnell's own showing, not by secret societies, except in so far as the 
Land League is a secret society; but by one class of Irish farmers upon 

(I.) The persons who committed the outrages were, he (Mr. Parnell) believed, 
the smaller tenantry who could not pay, and trusted, by means of the outrages, to. 
intimidate the larger tcnanby, and prevent them from paying their rents, and thus: 
ixotect themselves.-Times Report, May 16th, 1882. 
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another. They have been, in fact, just what the Irish Executive have 
from the first declared them to be. 

This is Mr. Parnell's story. 
Mr. O'Donnell, having dropped his first line of argument, has now 

come forward with another. "The crimes have not diminished with 
the evictions, but the former have increased, while the btter have 
decreased," is the new admission ; and the lesson which the member 
for Dungarvan now draws is that the crimes have terrorised the landlords 
into staying their hands and refusing to enforce their rights. A glance 
at the figures in the above table will shew that this explanation 
is as consistent with the facts as the former one, for it will at once be 
seen that over and over again evicti0ns have been carried out after 
crime has increased in the district, while in many other localities 
evictions have been most numerous where there was least crime. 

But granting that Mr. O'Donnell's reasoning be correct, it is hard to 
conceive a stronger justification of the measures which are intended to 
put an end to such a monstrous state of things. 

For it will be remarked that Mr. O'Donnell's generalisation takes 
absolutely no account of the enormous number of cases in which it is 
perfectly just and fair that the rents should be paid, and he appears to 
assume, what is directly contrary to the fact, that in the majority of cases 
where the pressure he refers to is put upon the landlords, the tenants 
are really unable to pay. In some, perhaps many cases, they are 
unable, but it is not their cause that the outrages have been intended 
to serve. 

There is no need, however, of recondite explanations to account for 
the increase of outrage since October last. In that month a decree,. 
addressed to all the farmers of Ireland, ordering them to refuse to pay their 
just debts until Mr. Parnell was released from prison, was promulgated. 
Penalties were attached to any violation of the decree. Its provisions were 
violated and as often as persons doing so were detected the penalties 
were enforced. 

MR. PARNELL'S COERCION A€T. 

CARRYING OUT THE " UNWRITTEN LAW." 

So much has been said about the tyranny of the law, and the 
outrages which have been committed upon a harmless and unoffending 
people that the following short summary of the work of the Land 
League during a period of six months is not without interest. The 
incidents referred to occurred in three counties only, and no reference 
whatever is made to offences less serious than those of murder and 
attempted murder. Such indications of the "spirit of the country " as. 
firing into houses, arson, and cattle maiming, are not referred to. 
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Episodes in the Land League campaign, in Kerry, Limerick, and 
Clare, from October, I 88r, to March, 1882, inclusive: -

NAME. PUNISHMENT INFLICTED 
under the "Unwritten Law." 

0FFENCF.. 

1'1ICHAEL CONWAY •• . Shot in broad daylight, while at Suspected of aiding the law, 
Herdsman. work, by two disguised men. and working for an em-
111urdercd. ployer objectionable to the 

tenants. 

A PARTY OF POLICE ... Fired at with a rifle ............... Protecting a process-server. 

RI CHARD STUDDERT .. Fired at ten times in a friend's 
HALLAM STUDDJ?.RT.. house, on opening the front 

door ................................. Being land agents. 

MICHAEL l\IoLO~EY .. Shot dead through the window Paying his rent contrary to 
Farmer. of his own house .. ...... .. .. .. Land L eague orders. 

111urdercd. 

PATRICK LEARY 
F armer 's son. 

JJiurdcrcd. 

jOIIN DONOHUE. 
Labourer. 

Shot by one of a disguised party Alarming the party while 
engaged in making domiciliary pursuing their avocations. 
visits to ascertain whether the 
inmates had paid their rents .•. 

Fired at and wounded by two Falling out with the local 
men who attacked his house Land League. 
at night .......................... . 

PATJUCK HALLORAN .. Shot while sitting before his Refusing to desert his em-
Herd. own fire .. ..... . .. .. .. ... .. . .... • . ployer in obedience to n 

1lf11rdcrcd. boycotting decree. 

J ULIET BENTLY Fired at by two men with rifles, Being the wife of a magis-
while driving with her three trate suspected of doing 
daughters ............... ......... his duty. 

Fired at and wounded, knocked Paying a portion of bis rent, 
<lown and kicked, by a dis- and not producing a Land 
guised party in his own house League care.I. 

DENIS l\IcCARTHY 
Farmer. 

'THOMAS CLIFFORD ... Shot in the leg in his own house Refusing to desert his em-
Herd. by a party of twenty men in player, who had been 

disguise .. . .. ... ... .. .. ......... •• boycotted. 

Shot in the legs in his own house Stating that he ha<l paid his 
in the presence of his mother, rent. 

"THOMAS GALVIN .... . .. 
Fanner. 

by a disguised party ........... . 

JOHN KEEFE ........... Leg shattered, shot in his own 
Farmer. house, by a disguised party ... Suspected of pa.ying rent. 

DANIEL CRONIN ...... Dangerously wounded in the 
Farmer. thigh, by the same party ...... Suspecled of paying rent. 

l\IICHAEL CRONIN ... Shot in the leg and robbed by 
Farmer. the same party .................. None apparent . 

.JOHN CHAMBERLAIN .• Fired at at his own door several Being obnoxious in some 
Farmer. times, by a party similar to way not apparent. 

that above ....................... . 

R. STUDDERT ......... Fired at from behind a hedge .•. Being a land agent. 

DONOUGH O'BRIEN .•. Fired at four times in broad 
daylight ........................... Being a land agent. 

DENIS CorrnoLLEY ••• Shot in the leg 
Farmer. 

Promising to pay a portion 
of his rent. 
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PUNISHMENT INFLICTED 
under the "Unwritten Law." 

PATRICK DO="OHOE ... Dragged out of bed, beaten, and 

OFFENCE. 

Farmer. shot in the foot . . ... .. . ..... . ... . Purchasing his farm. 

71 

TIIOl\lAS SULLIVAN ... Attacked on the road by a large Refusing to desert a boy-
Carter. party, kicked, his ears slit, cotted employer. 

and shot in the hand ........... . 

JOHN LENANE ......... Shot dead at his own fireside ... Refusing to ciesert hi em-
Labonrer. ployer, though ordered to· 
11Iurdend. do so. 

PATRICK KELLY ...... Fired at and wounded while at Refusing to desert his em-
work .. .. . .. ... ... ... . .. . .. ... . . . . ploy er. 

'VlLFORD LLOYn,R.l\L Shot at by a party of eight men, Being on a car which was 
while driving; the constable mistaken for that of a 
with him wounded in four landlord and his wife who 
places •• • . . . .. ... ... . . ... . .. . .. .. . were expected to pass. 

Mr c HAF.L MORO:\EY ... Shot in his own house, in the Being wrongly suspected of 
Farmer. presence of his wife and I disobeying Mr. Parnell' · 
~1Iurdend. children, by a large armed manifesto. 

party ................... .. ........ . 

ARTHUR HERBERTJ.l Shot dead on the high road...... ttspected of doing his duty 
1lf11rdcrcd. as a juryman upon oath , 

in a case in which thc
Land League was con
cerned. 

DANIEL OOLI ·G ...... Shot in the back and legs by an Paying rent in defiance of 
Farmer. armed and disguised party ... Mr. Parndl's manifesto. 

MARTIN COSTELLO ... Shot and dangerously wou.nded, Disobeying the No Rent 
Farmer. while sitting before his own Manifesto. 

fire . ........ ....................... . 

PATRICK lJUGGAN ... His leg shattered by an armed 
Farmer. party ................ ....... ....... Suspected of paying rent. 

These facts require no commentary, except that they are, as before 
stated, a record of what has happened in three counties only during a 
period of six months only, and relate to two kinds of crime only. 
Wherever the Land League has established itself there these facts may 
be paralleled. It is to be regretted that the storm of indignation which 
was aroused by the recent tragedy in the Phrenix Park should have 
been the first demonstration of the kind, and that that unhappy occur
rence should have dra ~n from the Land League leaders expressions of 
disapproval which no incident in the horrid carnival of crime which 
preceded it was able to evoke. 

IRISH AND ENGLISH CRIME. 

One other impudent fallacy which has not been referred to in the 
body of this work, is worthy of mention. The supposed facts with 



Appendix. 

which it deals have already been made the basis of endless declamation, 
and the premise for many absurd conclusions. The fallacy is one which 
deserves exposure in this place, inasmuch as it has constantly been used 
by the Land League Press in Ireland, and by its allies in England as an 
2.rgument against repressive measures. The statement is that, setting 
agrarian crime aside, there is proportionately more crime of a violent 
nature in England than in Ireland. So persistently has this been 
asserted by those whose interest it is to induce the English people to 
believe it, that, probably, nine persons out of ten have actually come to 
accept it as a fact. 

The following figures will, it is to be hoped, put an end, once for all, 
to the whole invention and the conclusions which it has been made to 
support. 

In Ireland, during the year l 88 l, the number of murders, ex
clusive of those of infants under one year, was 40. Of these l 7 are 
returned as agrarian; but as in a few cases crimes which have been in 
reality the outcome of the land agitation have been wrongly entered as 
ordinary offences, it will perhaps be fairest to take the number at 
20. In England, during 1880 (the last year for which the figures are 
available) the total number of murders was 58. Taking into account the 
relative populations of England and Wales on the one hand, and Ireland 
on the other, the following figures will be arrived at :-

England, I88o. Ireland, I88I. 

Murder (persons above one year) .........••. 
Murder (of infants under one year) ..... ..... .. 
Attempts to Murder ............... ......... .. . .. . 
Shooting at} . h . d . 
W d. wit intent to o grievous o .. n mg 
Stabbing bodily harm ................... .. 

No. rer IOO,ooo 
58 .223 
73 .280 
70 .269 

664 2.553 

~~· rrI·~~;oo 
27 .523 
19 .368 

246 4.767 

The agrarian crimes in Ireland during 1881 are as follow:-

Murder ................................. I 
Firing at the person .............. . 
Assaults endangering life ........ .. 
Aggravated Assaults ............. .. 

20 
68 
27 

100 

Per Ioo,ooo. 
.387 

1.317 
.523 
1.93 

Thus it will be seen that, as regards murder alone, the total pro
portion in Ireland is about t!tree and a-Ital/ /tines that in England. 
Agrarian murders alone give a figure nearly double the English, while, 
extraordinary to relate, the non-agrarian murders alone reach a similar 
high proportion. 
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The follo·.ving table is taken from the returns contained in the In
troduction to the Irish Criminal and Judicial Statistics for 1880. 

Comparison of more serious offences committed in England and 
Ireland, in proporcion to population. Offences punishable after trial by 

jury. 

\ Proportionate No. 
for same population. 

1880 
Irislt more titan Englislt. lrislt . 

Infanticide .. ....... .•• ....... .......... .. .... ... 20 
Murder... ......... ......... ....................... 22 
Manslaughter or Culpable Homicide.... .... . 80 
Attempts to Murder or do Bodily Ilann 

other than Infants ... .. . .. ... .. .. .. . .. . ..... . 242 
Offences against life of Infants . . •.. .. . . • • . .. 84 
Ma~ic~ous. Offences against Property .. ... .... l, I 33 
Int1m1dat1on .................................... _, .. 1,876 

Irisli less titan E11glislt. 

Offences against Property without violence 557 
Do. with violence (1.) ..................... 584 

Attempts to commit Suicide ..... .... ......... 65 
Forgery and Offences against Currency...... 91 
Offences against Morality ...... ...... .... ..... I 19 

1879 
Englislt. 

16 
17 
52 

181 
36 
88 

3 

1,825 
1,315 

221 
193 
175 

D~'fferencc between 
Irish aud E uglislt . 

£ris!t 
less. 

1,268 
731 
156 
102 
56 

Euglisli 
less. 

4 
5 

28 

61 
48 

1,045 
1,873 

Comparison of less serious offences committed in England and 
Ireland, in proportion to population. Offences punishable either after 
trial by jury or summary conviction. 

Irish more tlwnEnglish (but less t!1anSeotcli). 

Common Assault and Breaches of the Peace ... 

Irislt more t!1an bot!t Englislt and Scotcli. 

Malicious Offences of a minor class ....... .... . 
Minor Offences against Police ................... .. 
Offences againi-t Fishery Laws ................. . 
Riot and Mobbing ................................... . 
Assault and Inflicting Bodily Harm ........... . 

Irish less titan Englis!t and Seotc!t. 

Aggravated Assaults on Women and Children 
Offences against Game Laws .................. .. 
Theft and Embezzlement (!.) ................... .. 

Propo1-tio11ate No. Difference between 
for same population. Iris!t and E1tglislt. 

1880 1879 - Tr/ilZ'° -Englisli-
Irish. English. less. less. 

35,762 18,866 16,896 

5-444 4,273 I, 171 
3,685 2,704 981 
I, IOI 234 867 

786 19 767 
751 60 691 

469 495 26 
895 2,693 1,798 

6,083 11,982 5,899 

(1.) These are peculiarly the offences common to laq~e town populations. 
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Lastly, with regard to crime in England, one fact remains to be 
noticed. In the prison returns for the year 1880 it appears that out 
of I 66,ooo persons confined in gaol in this country 20,000 were born in 
Ireland, as against 140,000 born in England and Wales. That is to 
say, that to make this a fair proportion, 3,500,000 persons, or more than 
three-fifths of the whole population of Ireland, ought to have migrated 
into England during the present generation. 

These figures take no account of those in prison who, though born 
in England, are the children of Irish parents. Deduct this number also 
from the total, and the residue of English offenders will be small enough. 
These facts are not stated in a vindictive spirit. There is probably only 
too much reason to anticipate the prevalence of crime among the Irish ; 
but in the first place, though the tradition seems somewhat out of date, 
it is still permissible to stand up for one's countrymen, when it involves 
no greater offence than telling the truth; and secondly, it is desirable to 
disabuse the minds of the public of a gross ,misconception, which is due 
either to ignorance or wilful misrepresentation on the part of those who 
have invented it. 
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REPOHT OF PRO EEDlrTG 

&c. &c. 

His GnA ·u: THE DUKE OF ABEH iORN, 

in taking the chair, said:-

My Lord · an l Gentlemen, I thank you mot>t heartily for 
your kind welcome, and I ac er t with pleasure th honour you 
have done me in proposing me a yom chairman over this gr nl 
and important meeting. I will open the proceeding by calling 
on Colonel Tottenham to read the letters that baye been receiv cl 
from noblemen and gentlemen symr athizing with and approving 
of the objects of our meeting. 

Lrn uT.-OoL. LOFTU .i A. TOTTENHAM, M.P. 

Your Grace, my Lord and Gentlemen,-A large number of 
letters have been received from all parts of the country, in every 
case expressing favourable opinions as to the objects of this 
meeting. It would not do for us to take U].J the time of the 
meeting by reading all the letters, but we have selected a few 
as being repre entative opinions, which, with the permission of 
the meeting, I will read to you. The fir.,t is from the EARL 
OF MEATH. It is:-

"MY DEAR LoRn,-Although considerably recovered from 
my late illness, I am not t strong enough to participate in 
public bu iness, and I am therefore compelled with great regret 
to absent myself from the g ·eat meeting of Irish landowners, to 
·which I wish to give my most cordial support. I consider it n, 

B 
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duty incumbent on every landowner to raise an indignant pro
test against the partial and unjust decisions given by the Sub
Oommissions in their administration of the Land Act, and this 
ceusure I am convinced will be pronounced with no uncertain 
voice by the meeting to-morrow. Though personally unable to 
assist, my best wishes are with the opinions and objects the 
meeting has met to proclaim.-Believe me, yours truly, 

"MEATH." 

The next letter i one from EARL FrrzwrLLLDr, who 
writes:-

"I fear I cannot be in Dublin on the 3rd of January. Thi · 
is a matter of regret to me. The Land Act must, of course, be 
now accepted by all loyal men, but we cannot press too strongly 
upon the Government the absolute ne es ity of appointing a 
Sub-Oommissionel'S m n whose character for impartiality and 
justice has already earned the onfidence and resp ct of the 
ommunity at lnrg . A great portion of the country is already 

terribly demoralized, and I cannot but fear that the pres nt action 
of the Government is leading to still more deplorable results." 

The third is from the EARL OF PE IBROrE :-

" ]\[y LORD DurE,-1 very lllu<.:h rngret not being able to 
n.tt nd the meeting in Dublin on Tue day. Perhaps you would 
kindly mention this. I should like my name to appear as one 
who, at least, wanted to be there." 

The next is from Lo1m Ho' TH, who says:-

"In reply to the circular forwarded me, I regret being 
unable to attend the meeting of Irish landowners on January 
3rd, which it i proposed to hold, for the purpose of taking 
into consideration the administration of the Land Act. Allow 
me to add I suppol't the object of the meeting." 

Mr. J OHX MuLHOLLAXD, the Member for Downpatrick
who, I may mention, was to have proposed or seconded one of tho 
resolutions, but who has, unfortunately, been detained by a very 
serious accident that has occurred to members of his family
write :-

"I regret exceedingly that I am unavoidably prevented 
from attending the meeting of landowners to-morrow. Having 
been one of those who suIPorted the Land Act, I had intended 
to explain that my support wa given on the faith of the 
assurance of Mr. Glad tone that the int ntion of the Fair Rent 
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Clause was to meet those cases (comparatively few and excep
tional) where rent had been arbitrarily increased, and that it 
was not the intention to disturb the existing standard, practically 
well understood. The Sub-Commissioners hav been reducing 
rents generally; the 'principle' upon which they are doing so 
has not been disclosed, but it is certainly not the principle of 
Mr. Gladstone. If a new tandard of valuation i to be really 
introduced, there can be no doubt that it can only be done by 
a g neral re-valuation of Ireland upon a uniform principle, 
conducted by properly trained and qualified valuers. As a 
' valuation,' the present y tern is a farce." 

A letter has also been r cei vetl approving generally of the 
object of the meeting, and condemning very strongly certain 
portions of the Land Act, from Sir George Bowyer, who writes 
in his apacity as an old Irish member. 

THE CHAIRMAN, 

who was received with loud and prolonged applause, said:-

My Lords and Gentlemen I believe the meeting will concur 
with me when I say that om· object is not to con cl run or to 
criticise the Land Act itself; which, whatever may be our 
opinions of its inju tice or its honesty, w still accept as u. 
legislative enactment. Neither do we wish to enter into any 
political questions. But our object is to condemn and criticize the 
mode in which the Land Act has been administered by the local 
Sub-Commissioners; and I believe the meeting will concur with 
me when I say that we do so in no spirit of hostility to the 
tenants who may have thought it their interest to take advan
tage of the Act. My Lords and Gentlemen, that Act was 
passed through Parliament, after much opposition and many 
misgivings, on the repeated and reiterated assurance and pro
mise that it should be administered with justice and impar
tiality. The Prime Minister on more than one occasion 
expressed his opinion that as a rule the landlords of Ireland 
had dealt justly and fairly with their tenants. The same 
impression was conceived by the Bessborough Commission, 

/ which could not be accused of a leaning too favourable to-

/ 

wards the landlords, and from whose report a great part of 
ilw Land Act was evoh ed. 

B2 
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Mr. Gladstone, on introducing the measure, speaking of the 
Land League proposal, which then was to pay only Griffith's 

_J)aluation, said :-" I am bound. to say that it passes my ability 
/"(to distinguish these proposals from public plunder." The Irish 

landlords have stood their trial, and they have, as a rule, been 
acquitted. On the second reading he said-The proposed prin
ciple of confiscation would be a disgrace to the Minister who 
discussed it, and to the Parliament which tolerated it for a single 
moment. On the 7th of October, Mr. Glad tone, speaking of 
the Land League, aid-" Mr Parnell told the people of Ire
land not to pay the rents which th y had covenanted to pay; 
that, whether they were able or unable, they were under no 
obligation to ] ay those rents, ut that they might pay rent 
according to the view et <low in Griffith's valuation-a valua
tion (In Mr. Gladstone'B w.¢d ) much below the value in by far 
the greater numb r of ca"8, and framed for a different purpose.' 

Mr. Bright, on the second reading of the Bill, aid: "My 
1 
view of the clause (that relating to the fixing of rents) is, that 
in reality the reut · in Ireland, for the most part, in nin cases 
out of ten, will b fixed very much as they are now." My 
Lord and Gentlemen, these are omo of the specious and per
suasive argument that were u ed in pa sing the Land Act. 
How have these promises been k pt-how have these assurances 
been verified? Th Land Act has been pa ·secl, the country has 
been flooded with Sub-Commi ioners, and we have seen whole
sale reductions in ev ry ase. Twenty, thirty, forty, and some-

\ times fifty per cent. reductions have been almost universally 
made, except, I believe, in half-a-dozen ca es, one of which i 

' the notaule case of half-a-erown. 
I may take this opportunity of saying that I have personally 

no cause of complaint with the Sub-Commissioners, for any 
cases that I may have have not yet come into court. But we 
see from all parts of Ireland that whole ... ale reductions have 
been the order of the day. Whether the Sub-Commissioners 

f 
have had instructions for a general reduc:tion, whether they 
have acteu propria motu 1.o reduce the rents of the tenants, in 
orde1· to show them the aclvantag s to Le cleri vecl from their 
jt:.d;__ menL, c•r wh ther, as Profess r B ldwlli., chess d in a little 
brief author~ty, hn.s stat cl, the lines of i.heir decisions are to 
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I be given or determined before they have heard any cases at 
all, these lines presumably being a general reduction. Whatever 
may be the cause, the fact is patent that reductions have been 

( almost universal, without any fixed rule, without any standard, 
l or without any _ rnle admitted for valuation ; no valuator of 

known or experienced reputation having been employed by 
the Sub-Oommi sioners, while valuators of the highe t pro

. / fessional reputation, if they gave their vi 1 nee in a way not 
~ favourable to the tenant, wer treated with complete indiffer

ence. Many of the Sub- ommissioners have had little or no 
practice in the valuation of land ; but, notwithstanding this, 
they undertake to do in two or three hours what professional 
valuators of the highest reputation would scarcely undertake to 
do in as many days. And it i on valuations made in this 

I off-hand and haphazard manner-vn.luations made in the dead 
of winter, with the ground partially covered with snow, the 
land saturated with moist me, an l the crops blackened and 

'""burned with frost-it is on valuations made in this mann r 
rents have been reduced twenty, thirty, and more than that per 
cent. I am aware of a case in which the uh-Commissioner. 
went to value farm , containing in the aggregate more than 
llOO acres, including grazing. They went in the short day of 
December thirty statute miles out, they came back thirty sta
tute miles, they arrived on the ground at a quarter past two 
o'clock in the afternoon, they left the ground at a quarter past 
four o'clock in the afternoon. Upon this cursory and haphazard 
bird's-eye view reductions are made of tw nty-five per cent. 
upon the rental, and twenty per cent. below the Government 
valuation, which had been very nearly the ame as the original 
rents. 

Now, gentlemen, it must be admitted that the Sub-Com
missioners are conscientious-we mu t give them credit for that 
-in not sparing either their labour or their time; but valuations 
made in that haphazard way are nothing but a preposterou 
farce. They are nothing but a farce, and they would be nothing 
but a farce did they not entail ruin upon the smaller landlords, 

\ 
and great distress and inconvenience upon the larger landlords 
of Ireland, whose whole fortune now depend upon valuations 
such a those made by the Snb-Oommi ~ioner · in their admini • 
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tration of the Act. My lords and gentlemen, it is impossible 
to overrate the injustice and also the impolicy of such proceed
ings. There are, no doubt, many cases where rents have been 

l
fairly reduced, but in the cases of ·old established estates, where 
tenants for years have been prosperous and contented until the 
Land League agitation, there is no such excuse ; and I repeat 
that the Sub-Commissioners, in making these wholesale reduc
tions for the sake of alluring tenants into the Land Com·t, and 
in the endeavour to pay off the Land League agitation by the 
. acri.fice of the landlords' income-that the Sub-Commissioners 
have taken a most impolitic step as regards the Land Act itself, 
and one which will most materially impede its operations. My 
lords and gentlemen, I believe that if the reductions had been 
fair and reasonable, and given upon reasonable terms, the great 
body of the landlords of Ireland would not have offered much 
opposition to them. But the wholesale reductions that have 
been made have aroused and will arou e such a storm of appeals 
that the high r court will be blocked by them for months, per
haps years, without any satisfactory solution, and the Land 
A t, instead of settling the que tion between landlords and 
t nant , will, in the way it has been administered by tho Sub-
, mmissionerR, loosen all the ties that hitherto, and even now, 

remain betwe n the proprietor and his tenants. 
Gentlemen, it has been insisted upon in some of the Liberal 

and Radical papers that the landlords of Ireland have no right 
to complain of these reductions because the landlords of England 
and Scotland have al o made reduction . I say this is altogether 
an untru and false issue. The reductions which have been made 
in England are for the mo t part merely temporary abatements, 
made for a year or o in con equence of the bad seasons, and 
made by mutual agreement; but the reductions made in Ireland, 
which are much larger, have been made by an arbitrary and 
irresponsible body, and ar not temporary abatements, but per
manent reductions-reductions virtually in perpetuity for suc
cessive periods of fifteen year . On one ground alone it is 
impossible to compare the English and Scotch tenants with the 
ase of the Iri h, and that i , that the Irish tenant, under the 

\Land Act of 1881, is able, if dissatisfied with his rent, to sell 
his farm for a. much, or nearly as much, as his landlord could 
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1 get for the fee-simple of it. I believe on these terms most 
English tenants would be too glad to change places with the 
Irish tenants; and, in order to make any comparison, you must 
suppose the English tenant rented at £500 a-year, you must 
suppose him selling his farm for £10,000, that is twenty years' 
purchase (a common tenant right in Ireland), and going off 
leaving his farm with £10,000 in his pocket. That is the com
parison of the two. 

My lords and gentlemen, the injustice and partiality dis
played in some of the Commissioners' Courts will not be a 
matter of surprise, if we look to the constitution of those 
courts. The Sub-Commissioners are, no doubt, very respect
able men, but they hav been selected from a class antago-

)

nistic to the landlords, and favourable to the tenants. Many 
of them have been strong an l firm tenant-right agitators ; 
o.11 of them -with few exception , three or four exception. , 
I believe-are men of strong liberal and partisan opinions. 
I am aware of cases of appointments in which the only qua
lification was strong and violent tenant-right agitation and 
violent partisanship at the last general election. Gentlemen, 
it is into the hands of gentlemen of opinions such as thes 
that the whole fortunes of the Iri h landlords are now com
mitted. I say, then, that in th appointment of these par
tisan officials the promises and the as urance which were 
made for passing the Land Act-promis s and as urances 
which were giv~n in a different direction, and by which 
the House of Lords wa induced to grant its a sent, and 
by which the majority of doubting and misgiving Liberals 
in the House of Commons were induced to support it-have 
been violated. 

One of the promises on which Parliament wa induced 
to sanction that measure was, that there should be three 
Head-Commissioners of undoubted ability and reputation ap
pointed. Those gentlemen were named and approved by 
Parliament. What has been the result ? The Land Act 
has been hitherto administered solely by a number of Sub
Commissioners. Unknown men selected at haphazard, who 
have acted quite independently of the Head-Commissioners, 
and who have acted without any rule, without any standard, 
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without any explained principle except the principle of hand
ing over a con. iderable portion of the landlord's income to 
the tenant. I maintain that these proceedings have no pa
rallel in the judicial admini tration of the law hitherto in 
any part of the British Empire. We have then the right 
to claim that the fal e issues upon which the Land Act 
was passed, and upon which it has been hitherto adminis
tered, should be cl ared away, and that henceforth it should 
be admistered with impartial justice, without any cravings 
for public applause in court, and with judicial moderation 
and equity towards the landlord as well as towards the tenant. 

My lords and gentlemen, this great and important meet
ing, containing the representatives of the landowners in Ire
land- men of all creeds and of all shades of politics, is 
an earnest that we will maintain and insist upon our right 
for impartial ju tice, and that we will not allow our fortunes 
and the birthrights of our children to be sacrificed in the 
vain attempt to propitiate and to appease a seditious and 
homicidal Land League. 

It is now my duty as chairman to give way to the gentle
men who will speak to the several resolutions ; but before I 
do so I wish to state that it is requested by the committee 
that any gentleman who may wish to speak, besides the 
movers and seconders of the re oh1tion , will be good enough 
to come to the platform. 

THE EARL OF DARTREY, 

on coming forward to move the fir t resolution, was cordially 
r ceived. He said:-

My Lord Duke, my Lords and Gentlemen-I entirely agree 
in the observations with which the noble Duke commenced his 
. peech, that it is no part of our business here to-day to discu s 
or critici e the Land Act of la t session. That Act is now the 
law of the land, and I may say very much in the words of the 
resolution which I have now the honour of proposing for your 
adoption, that we, a loyal subjects, are prepared to adhere to its 
provlSlon. . I am satisfied that every one of us will endeavour, 
to the be. t of our al ility, to work it fairly and impartially, 
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giving to our tenants in no grudging spirit the benefit to 
which they are now lawfully entitled. The manner, however, 
in which the Act has been administered is a. totally different 
thing, and to prote t against it i., I undertan<l, the main object 
for which we are as embled here to-day. 

The result of the two fir t months of the working of the Sub
Commi sioners has been such as must fill with a tonishment the 
mind of everyone who has followed them, and I am convinced 
that this astonishment mu t be shared not only by the great ma
jority of the member of the Legi lature who supported the Bill 
iu Parliament, but al o by Her Majesty's Ministers themselves. 
I would in particular refer to the Prime Mini ter, the Lord 

hancellor, and the Lord Privy Seal, in all whose speeches 
recommending the measure to Parliament., they expressed most 
strongly, and as I believe mo t truly, the confident expectation 
of a totally different result. Parliament wa induced to pass this 
Bill by strong repre entation that it would not diminish the 
value or disturb the foundation of property, and we were not 
told that in all cases rents, high or low, were to be dimished. 

The overnment mo t properly, before asking the final assent 
of Parliament to the Bill, thought it their duty to announce 
publicly the names of the three Commi ioners who were to be 
in trusted with its working as a guarantee of the bona .ft.des which 
should govern its admini tration, and also of the judicial impar
tiality with which justice ought to be meted out to landlord 
and tenant alike. As a further security for this, provision was 
made in the Bill for the employment of independent valuers in 
fixing rents. I observe, however, that this power has not been 
exercised except in one or two cases. I would also remark that 
when such precautions had been taken to satisfy public opinion, 
and to en 'Ure that justice should be done, no one would have 
imagined that the mo t important part of the working of the 
Act would have been intrusted to a body of Sub-Commissioners, 
without any interference, for two month , on the part of the 
Government or the Head Oommi~sioner. I forbear saying a 
word on the composition of the Sub-Oommis ions, as that is a 
subject not within the limit of my resolution, but I trust we 
shall have a good deal on that subject. later on. I must again 
r peat, no on would have expected that the ubordinate official 
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would ha Ye been sent on circuit throughout the country without, 
as far as the public knew, any specific rules or instructions being 
laid down for their guidance. But that has been frequently 
announced by the Sub-Commissioners themselves, who have 
boasted that they were entirely irresponsible and entirely 
uncontrolled; and, therefore, I conclude that there can be 
no doubt about the matter. I would al o remark that the 
extraordinary principles enunciated by some of the Commis
sioners, and the complete divergence of their practice in many 
respects, particularly as regards awarding costs, sufficiently 
attest the fact that they were influenced in their decisions, 
have been influenced, by nothing but their own individual 
will and caprice. I fear very much that the praictical result 
of the Sub-Commissions hitherto has been to fill the minds of 
the tenants with an amount of excitement and vague ex
pectation, which must be most prejudicial to the hope of future 
harmony and peace in the country; and, moreover, must be 
mo t injurious to all parties concerned, from the prospect of 
interminable litigation which it is sure to produce and en
courage. 

I feel now that I have intruded long enough on your indul
gence, and there must be gentlemen around me far more compe
tent than I am to dicuss this question, and whose opinions we 
mu tall be anxious to hear. I shall, therefore, now proceed, in 
conclusion, to read the word of the resolution which I have to 
propose for your adoption :-

" That this meeting, while expressing its unalterable attach
ment to the Crown and Constitution of the realm, and the 
readiness of th landowners of Ireland, as loyal subjects, to 
submit to the provisions of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, sees 
with alarm that that measure is being at present administered 
in a manner at variance with the pledge that it would not 
diminish the value or disturb the foundations of property, and 
ontrary to the assurances on the faith of which Parliament was 

achi ed not to proYide compensation." 
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LORD ARDILAUN, 

on rising to second the resolution, was received with prolonged 
cheers. He said-

My Lord Duke, my Lords and Gentlemen-In seconding 
this resolution, I shall not say one word upon the policy of the 
Lnin l Act of last session, however much I may deplore that 
policy. The Act has passed both Houses of Parliament, and 
has received the sanction of the Sovereign, and, as law-abiding 
subjects, we are bound to submit to its authority. It is only 
with the manner in which that mea ure is being administered 
that we have to deal to-day ; and, in supporting this resolution, 
I desire more particularly to show that the mea ure adopted has 
already produced, and, if persevered in, must continue to produce 
consequences ab olutely at variance with the pledges which were 
given by her Maje ty's Mini ters when they introduced their 
Bill, and contrary to the assurances upon the faith of which 
Parliament wa induc d to pass it into law. I pass by the 
action of those Commissioners who were named in the Bill, 
although I think that all fair-minded men must deeply regret 
the language used by the Chief-Commissioner when opening 
his court. That language appeared to me most dangerous, and 
to foreshadow much of the mischief which has followed. Their 
authority has, however, for the present been transferred to a 
number of Sub-Commissioners for the purpose of determining 
judicial rents; and it is with the question of these judicial rents 
that we are at this moment immediately and urgently con
cerned. 

We have watched for weeks with ever-increasing· surpri::::e 
and alarm the proceedings of these Assistant Commissioner , 
until the conviction has been irresistibly forced upon us that 
these gentlemen have undertaken-not seriously-to revalue 
particular farms, but set up new standards for the fixing of 
rentals through Ireland, and to encomage the people to believe 
that by availing themselves of their courts they would secure with
out fail substantial reductions of those rents which under their 
existing contracts they were bound to pay. And what up to the 
present have been the practical re ults? I am informed that a 
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reduction of about twenty-five per cent. has been made over the 
four provinces, and in Oonnaught, which I know best, the result 
of the oases hitherto decided is a reduction of twenty-nine per 
cent., leaving the rental actually under Griffith's valuation; and 
I may mention that the whole increase of rent amounts, for the 
province of Ulster, to £12 12s. ; for Leinster, 10s.; .Mun ter, 
nothing; Connaught, nothing. In these oases are included 
rents which have not been raised for long periods. 

It is obvious that if the. e deoi ions be not speedily reversed 
on appeal they will be steadily followed in future ; and once a 
new standard has been thus established by law, and a new and 
artificial level for rents has been fixed by these Sub-Commis
sions, it will be imperative for other landlords to conform, in 
order to save the useless cost of a lawsuit with each of their 
tenants, and to reduce their rent , not because they doubt the 
justice of their cause, but because they cannot afford the expen e 
of disputing what will be really a foregone conclusion. And 
thus the practical outcome mu t., so far a I can judge, be a 
general reduction of rents throughout Ireland of an average 
of at least twenty-five per cent. Startling and serious as such 
a loss of income must be, even in the ca es of the wealthy, 
and of those who may derive part of their means from other 
i:::onrces-with that numerous body of Irish proprietors whose 
incomes are solely drawn from the land, and who are burthened 
with heavy family charges, insurances, and other inoumbrances
it will mean absolute beggary and ruin. I need hardly add 
that under such circumstances Irish estates are absolutely un
saleable. 

Now, gentlemen, I pray your attention and the honest 
judgment of all fair-minded men while I show you that these 
results of the administration of this measure are directly con
trary to the solemn pledges-the confident and reiterated as
surances-which were given by Her Majesty's Government when 
the Bill was before Parliament, and on the faith of which Par
liament passed this Act, without providing compensation to 
those who might suffer from it. In Her Majesty's most gra
cious speech this measure was spoken of as one which "should 
not diminish the value or disturb the foundations of IJroperty." 
Again, Mr. Gladstone, in his speech introducing the Land Bill, 
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said that he could not have justified such a measure, "on the 
ground, whether expressed or implied, of general misconduct on / 
the part of the I rish landlords." He said that " they had stood 

) 
their trial, and, as a rule, they had been acquitted," and he 
added, "It may seem hard, where there are so many landlords 
with whom we have not a shred of title to interfere, were it 
possible to sever their case from other cases around them, that 
they must be liable to interference on account of the acts or 
omissions of the few"; and similar confident statements wer 
made again and again during the progress of the measure. And 
they were justified in holding such language, and Parliame11t 
was justified in accepting it, for the Bessborough Commission 
and the Richmond Commission had both found that credit wa · 
due to the Iri h landlords as a clas for not exacting all that th "Y 
were entitled to exact from their tenantry. Is it not absunl to 
measure against the valu of uch testimony the hasty survey~, 
the haphazard decisions of the Assistant ommissioners who arc 
now re-arranging off-hand the rental of Ireland? 

There i one other topic alluded to in this resolution; it 
is that of compensation. I know how strongly that ·ubject 
must stir the minds of those assembled here to-day, and 
there i no one of you who feels more strongly than I do 
the irresistible justice of that demand in case the proceed
ings of the Assistant-Commissioners should be auctioned, 
and the consequences which I have spoken of should follow; 
but I join earnestly in the advice of our noble chairman 
that the time has not yet come for pressing that claim, 
and I feel confident that we shall best consult our own in
terests and dignity by simply adhering for the present to 
the resolutions which are upon the I aper. We say it i 
one thing to carry a Bill through Parliament to prevent 
individual case of oppression, and another thing to use it 

( in order to work a political and social revolution. The Legi -
lature might, no doubt, have seen fit frankly to enact that 
,for the pacification of Ireland one-fourth of the income of 

/

the landowners should be transferred to their tenants; but 
if so no one wouhl have questioned the right of the former 
to immediate antl complete compensation. It might have 
been the will of Parliament to fix the rental of Ireland at 
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the Gov rnment valuation, or at ten per cent. or any other 
value it pleased above or below that standard ; but if such 
sweeping changes by force of law had reduced the incomes 
of the landowners, means must necessarily be found to make 
good that deficiency. 

Let me quote on this subject a few strong words spoken 
uy Mr. Gladstone in the House of Commons on the 22nd 
of July, when he opposed a motion made by Sir Walter 
Barttelot on this subject:-" I do not hesitate to say that 
if it can be shown on clear and definite experience at the 
present time that there is a probability, or, if after experienc 
hould prove that, in fact, ruin and heavy loss is likely to 

be, or has been, brought upon any class in Ireland by the 
<lirect effect of this legi lation-that is a question which we 
ought to look very directly in the face." And again-" A 
I stated, my opinion was that the operation of the Bill would 
in many cases have the effect of raising the r nt , and ther by 
creating discontent. I quite agree that if Parliament were 
to pass a law providing that rents in Ir 1land should b uni
versally reduced to Griffith's valuation, that would ue a fair 
case for compensation." 

My Lords and Gentlemen, I have shown that the proceed
ings of the Assistant-Commissioners up to the present have 
produced results differing scarcely by a degree from those 
described in these words of the Prime Minister; and, if their 
action should be sanctioned, we shall appeal with confidence 
to the honour and justice of Parliament and Englishmen to 
redress the grave injury which would otherwise be done to 
law-abiding subjects of the Queen by this Act. 

LORD JAMES BUTLER, 

who rose in the body of the hall to aqdress the meeting, was 
received with loud applause. He then proceeded to the platform 
in compliance with calls from various parts of the hall. He 
said-

My Lord Duke, my Lords, Ladies and Gentlemen-Anybody 
who has listened attentively to the words that have fallen from 
his Grace, and those who have already spoken, cannot but agree 
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that we have met here in a state of affairs in this country unparal
leled enti.J:ely, I believe, in any country which has the slightest 
pretence to a representative assembly. With the resolution, to 
which I shall move an amendment, I, and I suppose those here 
present, will agree as to the spirit, but not as to the wording. 
It is difficult, as was mentioned just now, to realize what the 
suffering must be in the case of those who, with large estates, 
are suddenly deprived of from one quarter up to I believe as 
high as seventy-five per cent. of the income from those estates. 
Are these not the people who are rnally suffering at this mo
ment? Let any body look around and see the result of this Land 
Act, and the way in which it is being carried on in this country; 
let anyone look to the feeling it has given ri e to in England
to the societies that hav sprung up to relieve di tress, and put 
a fire on the fireless hearths, and to enable parnnts in some in
stances to maintain themselves out of the workhouse. When wo 
ponder over these things we say, although we may agree with 
some of the wording of this resolution, is it sufficient to meet 
the whole case ? I say it is not. I express no opinion in sugared 
words; these are not times to use them. The resolution ex
presses the readine s of the landowners of Ireland to submit. 
vV ell, I think they submit with the same amount of readiness 
that a soldier exhibits when he strips at the halberts to receive 
three hundred lashes. It may be tolerated by some, but that is 
another thing. 

I have read letters from those connected with the Govern
ment in other places-holding positions under the Government
who look smilingly, who, being absentee landlords themselves, 
on the sufferings of many in this country, feeling assured that, 
although the rent may not be paid, the official quarter-day may 
not fail them po sibly yet. I do not consider that the words of 
the resolution are suitable to the particular occasion, and I wish, 
therefore, to make a slight variation in the language. It is all 
nonsense not to express an opinion on the Act itself, while we 
denounce in every sort of way the manner in which that Act is 
being carried out. I conceive that there ought to be a further 
addition to this resolution, pledging this assembly, as far as it 
can do, to work together in order, if possible, to obtain a reform 
or modification of tho Act itself. It mu. ·t Le in the minds of 
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many that this is perfectly constitutional; and, strange to 
say, this morning I find in a letter from one certainly not too 

( favourable, I think, to the landlords of Ireland-Mr. Chamber
lain-that he speaks of the Government looking with approval 
on the means being used to obtain the reform of an unjust law. 
If that does not warrant us in taking as strong action as we can 
on this subject, I do not know what words would be sufficient. 

What is the whole of this Aot based on? If anyone made 
inquiry in regard to the tenure of land in Ireland, it would be 
found that the landlords were acquitted over and over again by 
him who brought in the Act ; and yet their propert,y is being 
swept away from them by men who are so highly unfitted for 
the duties they have been appointed to discharge, that their 
appointment are an insult to common sense. It is an insult 
to common sense to conceive the selection of such men for such 
posts. The amendment that I I ropo e to the resolution will 
come in after the word " and " in the second line, and is a 
follows:-

"The bounden duty of every loyal ubj ct to obey the law." 
I move that these words should take the place of the following 
words in the resolution, viz.:-" The readine s of the landowner · 
of Ireland as loyn.l subject to submit to the provisions of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act." Then, at the close of the resolution, 
after that unhappy word "compensation," I move that we add 
the words-" That this great meeting pledges itself by every 
constitutional means to obtain a modification and reform of an 
unjust law." It is lawful to borrow from the enemy, and I 
quote these words from Mr. Chamberlain's letter-" And, fur
ther, to uphold the rights of all kinds of property, and to main
tain freedom of contract and liberty of action between man and 
man in this realm." I beg to move that as an amendment. 

THE RIGHT HoN. EDWARD GIBSON, M.P.-His Grace 
has requested me to act as his assessor at this meeting, and 
to ad vise him as to the form of amendments and their 
legality ; and I am of opinion that the first part of the 
resolution moved by Lord James Butl r, which purposes to 
substitute a new clause in the first part of the sentence of the 
resolution, is in order, and may be moved. I am of opinion that 
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the words he proposes to be added after the word "compensa· 
tion," at the end of the resolution, are clearly out of order, and 
cannot be moved. This is a meeting summoned to consider the 
administration of the existing law, not to propose or accept 
amendments in favour of new laws; and therefore the second 
part of Lord James Butler's amendment cannot be moved. The 
formal way in which his Grace will present the question to the 
meeting is this. He will ask you whether you are in favour of 
omitting the words in the resolution-" The readiness of the 
landlords of Ireland as loyal subjects to submit to the provisions 
of the Land Act,'' &c., and substituting instead the words pro
posed by Lord James Butler, or whether the words proposed to 
be left out should stand part of the resolution. 

MR. ROBERT STAPLES (Dmrow) 

seconded the amendment, which ~as put to the meeting and 
negatived. 

The resolution, as it originally stood, was next put, and 
adopted. 

THE MARQUIS OF WATERFORD moved-

" That the position, antecedents, experience, and status of the 
Assistant-Commissioners sh~uld be such as to insure the impar· 
tial and judicial exercise of their functions, and to command the 
confidence of suitors and of the public; and this meeting ob· 
serves that in many of the appointments by which these offices 
have been filled the above considerations appear to have been 
overlooked." 

He said-I have much pleasure in moving this resolution, be· 
cause I think it is high time the public were made aware how 
one of the most important promises made at the time of the 
passing of the Land Act has been carried out, and that the 
result of the nomination of the Sub-Commissioners, as shown 
by their decisions, is entirely at variance with the promises 
made by the Government when they advocated the adoption of 
that measure. This, I consider, a most serious matter, because 
if the decisions of the Sub-Commissioners are not reversed upon 
appeal-and I hear now that there is even some question in 

u 
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reference to appeals except upon points of law-the result will 
be very serious indeed. I can hardly believe that that will be 
the case. Suppose, however, that Griffith's valuation should 
become the standard of the rents in Ireland, I believe that a 
large number of Irish landed proprietors will be absolutely, 
totally, and entirely ruined, and they and their families will be 
obliged either to take refuge in the workhouse or beg their bread 
from door to door. 

We have been told by his Grace, and by other speakers, that 
this is not a political meeting, and I think it would be a great 
pity if the question of politics should be raised. We are not 
met here to demand that law and order should be re-established 
in this distracted country, much as we may wish that that might 
be the case. We are not met here to find fault with the Go
vernment for having passed the Land Act or any other measure. 
We have met here calmly and dispassionately to consider the 
administration of a statute, which having passed into law, we as 
law-abiding citizens-and we are proud of being law-abiding 
citizens-should accept and obey, as we have accepted and 
obeyed other Acts of Parliament which have become law in the 
land. 

Well, gentlemen, there was no statem nt o often reiterated 
by Government as that the court to fix fair rents should be an 
able and impartial tribunal, and it will be for the public to 
judge, after they have heard the statement so ably made to
day, whether that promise has been canied out, or whether in 
the nomination of the Sub-Commissioners it has not been thrown 
to the winds. Can anybody say from the previous history of 
many of the Sub-Commissioners that they are likely to f~n·m 

courts of impartial tribunal? And do not their decisions bear 
out exactly what was expected from their previous history. 
These Sub-Commissioners, mark you, were appointed by the 
Government and not by Parliament; and I have seen lately in 
the public prints-I do not know how true it may be-that 
they have received orders from the Government as to how they 
are to act. Therefore, the Government is entirely responsible 
for their decisions. Does their appointment agree with Mr. 
Gladstone's statement when introducing the Bill, and when he 
aid-" The eourt must noL be a one-sid d court. We cannot 
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make those who sit on the eat of justice forsake justice, even 
with objects so high as the object of Land Reform in Ireland." 
Lord Carlingford and other members of the Government stated 
exactly the same thing, and it is unnecessary for me to weary 
you with quotations. Every member of the Government in 
every speech made repeated that assurance, and I am satisfied 
that Parliament never would have passed the Land Act except 
for those promises. Over and over again the Government 
stated that this court, which was to exercise higher powers 
than any coUl't since the days of the Star O~amber, were to be 
the most able and impartial men that could be found. I would 

._..f ask you are tenant-farmers likely to be impartial at any time in 
\ f---ftrdging land cases, and especially in a time like the present? 

Arn gentlemen who have given vent to the trongest opinions 
against the landlords likely to be impartial r I believe many 
of the appointments have been made mainly because of such 
pinions and pronounc ments. vVe find several members-or 

I believe, at all events one or two-of Mr. Porter's committee 
among the Sub-Commissioners; and I suppose those gentlemen 
endorse the statements which appeared in the Solicitor-General's 
address. I would like to know are the Government likely to 
get the most able men in Ireland for the salary they are giving, 
and when many of the appointments are only made for a-year? 

I This question of appointment for a year is a most important 
point, because ever since the days of the Revolution the Judges 
of the British Empire-of the British Isles at any rate-have 
been appointed during their good behaviolll', that is for life 
practically. But these Judges, who are to have the most extra
ordinary powers over an enormous amount of property, are 
appointed merely for a year ; therefore, at the end of the year, if 
they do not carry out the directions given them by the Govern
ment which we hear of, what will be said to them? The Govern
ment-their masters-will say, " Go about your business-we 
withdraw the salary which we have given you." Those gentle
men, no doubt, have given up their professions to take these 
salaries-small as I con ider they are for the work to be per
formed, and they will be ready, rather than lose them, if such an 
alternative be set before them, to follow the orders of the 
Government. I do not call that an impartial tribunal. 

·2 
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Lord Selborne and Lord Carlingford, in urging that there 
would be no difficulty whatsoever in fixing a fair rent, stated 
that the CoUl't should be composed of most able and experienced 
men, " assisted" -mark this-" by competent valuators and 
sUl'veyors." I would like to know are the Sub-Commissioners 
experienced men in the matter of valuing land? I have re
ceived a letter from a gentleman since I entered this hall, who 
says that the only knowledge one of the Sub-Commissioners had 
of the land in his district was, that he had a very small garden. 
This business of valuing land, we all know, will take an able 
man many years to learn. But if we want a proof of how inex
perienced the Sub-Commissioners are, we could find it in the 
manne1· in which they are pUl'suing their work. Where are the 
valuel'S and experts that we were promised by the Government? 
They have never appeared at all, and I think it is not difficult 
to account for their absence, because if the Government called 
in first-class men-honest men of that profession, the Sub-Com
missioners would not be able to carry out their orders. Then 
the authorities would be told the fair letting value of the land, 
a fact which they now seem to wish to ignore. 

I consider it, as the noble Duke has said in his able speech, 
positively a monstrous thing, that three gentlemen unacquainted 
with a district, and in the dead of winter, after having heard a 
certain amount of evidence on the tenant's side-not very diffi
cult to obtain-and a few witnesses on the landlord's side
almost impossible in the state of the country to obtain-should 
proceed to give a deci!:lion on the rent of a farm on walking 
through a few fields, or spending (as the noble chairman men
tioned) a couple of hours in looking at it, when a clever value1· 
with a scale of prices before him would take several days to do 
the work. Is it not clear to every man in this country what the 
reasons are upon which those Sub-Commissioners are basing their 
decisions, and tha.t those decisions can have nothing to do with 
the cursory glances at a farm? and they could have nothing 
certainly to do with the evidence given, because they were gene
rally entirely against the evidence. They tell you that they are 
proceeding upon a certain principle, however, and it is not diffi
cult to know what that principle is. They are reducing the 
rents of Ireland . omething below Griffith's valuation, merely 
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varying them a little to prove to the British public-I don't 
think they care a bit about the Irish public-that they are not 
proceeding upon those lines. I don't think it is necessary for 
me to define what Griffith's valuation is. That is well known. 
But Mr. Gladstone himself quoted from the Bessborough Com-

\ mission that "Griffith's valuation was very much below the fair 
( letting value of the land, and that it was no guide whatsoever 

\

as to rents." Why did the Prime Minister go out of his way to 
make such a quotation if he did not believe it was the case? and 
I don't think he, at any rate, could have given the orders to the 
Sub-Commissioners, whatever the Irish Executive may have 
done. Did the Government lead Parliament to believe that the 
rents of Ireland would be very much reduced? Nothing of the 
kind. 

We were led to believe that this Act was necessary, not for 
the purpose of reducing the rent of the bulk of the landlords of 

\

Ireland, but for the purpo e of reducing the rents of those who 
had rack-rented their tenants. Lord Carlingford spoke most 
strongly upon this point, although now, indeed, at Frome 
not long ago he seems to have said that Griffith's valuation 
is a fair rent for a great deal of the land of Ireland, only, ap
parently, excepting very few of the rich grazing lands. He 
must have formed a very different opinion on the 1st of Augnst, 
when he must have been as well aware as he is now that the 
rents of Ireland are very much above Griffith's valuation, and 
that even the rents on what have been called by him and other 
members of the Government liberally managed estates are very 
much above Griffith's valuation. Knowing so much as he did 
ybout the state of Ireland, he says, on the 1st of August:-" I 
inaintain that the provisions of this Bill will co t the landlords 
no money loss whatever. I believe that it will inflict on them 
no loss of income, except in those cases in which a certain 
number of landlords may have imposed on their tenants ex
cessive and inequitable rents." I cannot understand how a 
·esponsible Minister could have made two such distinct and 
different statements as the one which he made on the 1 t of 
August in the Hou e of Lords, and the one which he made at 
Frome a fortnight ago. Would Lord Carlingford, or would 
anybody, dare to say that nlmo t every case that has comp 
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before the Courts up to the present time has been upon the 
property of a rack-ren~er, and that the whole of Ireland is let 
at rack-rents, because that is absolutely what these decisions 
amount to? The fact of the matter is, as the noble duke pointed 
out, the whole of the proceedings of these impartial tribunals 
amount to a farce, which one would laugh at were it not for 
the other side, which renders them a tragedy so frightful for 
the hopes, happiness, property, prosperity, and the very lives of 
many I see before me in this room, and many friends of ours 
who are in the country, that it is perfectly frightful to con
template. 

We know very well that a great number of Irish estates are 
charged up to three-fourths of their rent-roll-or, at least, two
thirds of their rent-roll; and if the one-third that the landed 
proprietors lived upon is taken away, it is not difficult to guess 
the result. Can the Government, can Parliament, can the 
British people be aware of how this Act is being administered, 
so totally different from what the one side and the other were 
led to expect? I s this the boasted English justice which has 
been our pride for generations, and which has also been one of 
the causes of our past prosperity-that the property of one class, 
purchased under Government guarantee so called, is to be taken 
away for the benefit of another ? Is this the way that the 
landlords' properties are to be restored and increased, according 
to the Lord Chancellor ? Is this the great boon to all parties that 
this Act was to be, according to Lord Carlingford; and will the 
landlords of Ireland generally find themselves exactly in the same 
position as the landlords of Ulster before the Act was passed, 
according to the same authority? Cannot damage be proved 
now, if these decisions be not reversed upon appeal, and loss of 
income, for which, if it were proved, Mr. Gladstone said com
pensation might be demanded from the public funds? Other 
members of the Government said what was tantamount to the 
same thing-that as there was no loss there need be no compen
sation-therefore admitting that if there were a loss there should 
be compensation. What we demand is justice; impartial justice 
is all that we require. 

L et our cases be heard at once, before it is too late, u1)on 
appeal. If it be found by the Commissioners-the men appointed 
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by Parliament to fix the rents of Ireland, although up to the 
present time they have not fixed one single rent-and if it be 
found necessary to reduce our incomes, contrary to the promises 
made to Parliament, and contrary to all fairness and justice
then at least let them give us compensation for what they are 
taking from us. And if they will not listen to our appeal, and 
will not check the Sub-Commissioners in the ruin which tracks 
their course, no one can ever believe in their promises again, and 
the name and fame of Engli h justice will soon fade into the 
distant past, bla ted and de troyed by the provisions of an Act 
passed by him who has been the mo t eloquent advocate of ju • 
tice in the world. 

MR. RICHARD J. MAHONY. 

My Lord Duke, my Lords, and Gentlemen, the1·e is but 
one word to which I will take exception in the able speech 
of the noble proposer of this resolution, which has been justly 
received by this meeting, and that word i this, that he 
"accepts" this Act. So far as a private individual could 
go, I resisted this Bill from the first. Now that it has passed, 
I do not " accept" it ; I do not approve of it ; I do not acquiesce 
in it ; but in that word, most admirably chosen in this resolu· 
tion, I "submit" to it. I was one of those who ventured to 
hope that while wrong-it has been said grievous wrong existed 
in Ireland-while wrong would be redressed, yet that the 
dangerous principles inherent in this Act would be minimized 
by those intrusted with the administration of it. I regret to 
tand here this day and to renounce that belief. I believe, 

and I say it with sorrow and disappointment, that there 
is no status left in Ireland for a working landowner. There 
are men-men in this assembly-who for many years past 
-for the greater part of their lives-have cast what they 
had of enterprise and capital into the cause of their country. 
In other lands such a course would have brought them profit 
and honour. If it does not here it is not because of agitation. 
Agitation is a great and terrible evil, but it may be faced, it 
may be resisted, it may be overcome, if you have law as well as 
justice on your side. But if confidence fails in the laws of the 
land, on what basis will you restore society? 
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My Lord, a short time ago some of us may have seen in the 
newspapers an account of an experiment in architectural engi· 
neering attempted in America. There was a great building, 
with a fa9ade of some hundreds of feet, and the same extent in 
depth-a building that had grown up for years of massive 
work. Storey after storey had been added. Within this 
building there was a whole community of interests - ware· 
houses, shops, hotels ; it towered up to the kies. The idea was 
by some wonderful triumph of engineering to raise up this build· 
ing from below, and to move it out of its place into another site 
prepared for it. It was a great undertaking, and the highest, 
the best opinions in engineering in the land were chosen, and 
rightly chosen, to superintend such a work. Engineers were 
told off to watch the whole face of this great building, so that 
the smallest settlement might be seen at once and provided 
against; and at last, when everything was prepared, the great 
experiment was und rtaken ; the wedges were chiven under
neath, and it was raised up from its foundations ; and then 
began the great work of moving it, slowly, exactly according to 
the arrangements laid out from the b ginning-inch by inch, 
a few inches a day, and at last it was moved into its selected 
berth. Something like that was the attempt made last Session 
to move an interest in this country that had grown for centuries 
-an interest that had been, generation after generation, added 
to by the industry of each successive generation-an interest 
that was founded deep in the very foundations of the Constitu
tion. And what was the time that was chosen for this experi· 
ment in statesmanship ? It was a time when a hurricane was 
blowing over the land. Is that a time to put such an interest 
upon rollers, when it may be carried away out of the direction 
which its promoters intended from the beginning, so as to crush 
every fabric around it in one undistinguishable ruin ? Yet, 
such was the experiment that was attempted, and what had 
been the result ? 

I am sure we can all remember with what breathless expec· 
tation Parliament and the whole country waited day after day 
to hear from the Prime Minister the names of those eminent 
men who were to be instructed with the great task of engineer· 
ing this great movement, and when at last their names were 
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announced there was a sigh of relief; and not only when their 
names were heard-that was not the only guarantee that Mr. 
Gladstone gave that this great undertaking should be conducted 
with proper discretion, but also he himself gave us an assurance 
that they would touch with reverence this great fabric of the 
Constitution, regarding which they were intrusted with the task 
of undertaking such an experiment. Then, my Lord, who were 
those chosen to carry out this design ?-who were those in.
trusted with this tremendous task ? They had to lay out the 
whole plan of operations, they had to draw the plans, to form 
the very machinery, and what was the time at which this was 
clone? There was a whole multitude waiting, watching impa
tiently for the experiment. Time pressed. The will of the 
majority in these days i as imperious and absolute as was ever 
the will of old Nebuchadnezzar or Nero. There was an anxious 
multitude pressing up to the very barriers, watching the chimney 
tops and the turrets for the time when they would see them 
vibrate against the sky line. Where were the engineers chosen 
to carry out the experiment carefully, trustfully? A number 
of volunteers came forth from the multitude-we know their 
antecedents; they came forth with the very feelings, impres
sions, and de ires of those standing around waiting to see the 
experiment, and reckless as to what would be the result. They 
were chosen, and on what principle? In these days there is 
scarcely an employment of the very smallest consequence which 
is not subject to a competitive contest. Was there any exami
nation, any competitive test whatsoever of these gentlemen? 
We read of none. They went forth to their work-I do not 
know with what qualifications. I do not think they have proved 
their qualification : but they went forth certainly with what is 
said to be the better part of discretion-they went forth with 
sufficient valour. They have proved that. Well, what was the 
first task with which they were intrusted? They were intrusted 
with the task of fixing fair rents. What are fair rents? How 
are fair rents to be measured? Have you anything to measure 
them by except the law of supply and demand ? These gentle
men, I think, are scarcely to be blamed, for they were put to 
decide what mathematicians would call an unknown quantity. 
If you were to apply the same rule to England, if you 
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were to send a number of Commissionners to England to 
carry out the same law there, do we not know that the 
result would be even more startling than in Ireland, for 

~
Mr. Oaird, a high authority on agricultural matters, tells us 
that the rents in Ireland are twenty-five per cent. below 
the rents of all Europe. If this be the case, I suppose if 
they were sent to apply this test in England you would have 
rents reduced some fifty per cent. But, my lord, how is 
this carried out ? We are not to get the coup de grace at 
once ; there is no mercy in this execution Year by year 
the agony is to be prolonged. They are to circle round in 
one vicious circle. I don't know whether this generation 
will see the end of it. It is something like the Chinese 
punishment for murder, and we are to be pulled to pieces, 
bit by bit, and that by unscientific operators. 

My Lord, we have been told, and I am sure correctly, 
that the rents of Ireland will be reduced twenty-five per 
cent.-that is, of those as yet untried. That is foreshadowed; 
so that all the rest of Ireland which has not yet been put 
into the dock is already pronounced guilty. But where is 
the real criminal? The real criminal walks at large in 
England. It is only in Ireland that he is refused a place. 
The real criminal is political economy. If he be found 
within the.precints of the courts he is conducted to the doors, 
and he is banished to Saturn. I do not believe that at 
present, with all its greatness, England is diplomatically re
presented in that distant planet, and I do not think there 
is sufficient influence with the authorities there to detain the 
criminal. My Lord, he will return, and he will return with 
a vengeance, and his watchword will be, "Nemo me impune 
lacessit." You cannot make a law which will prevent his 
return; and I warn you that you will see rack-rents in Ire
land higher than ever they have been yet. Alongside of 
fair rents you will see rack-rents growing up. I will tell 
you why. The other day a prominent Land Leaguer in 
the South of Ireland said to a friend of mine, " This Land 
Act will be the ruin of the farmers, for it will procure them 
greater credit than they ever had before." And so it will. 
One class is put out of the way, but for all the rest there 
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remains this power of rack-renting. The ex-owner becomes 
an annuitant; he has no further interest in that which once 
belonged to him; but then come in the merchant, the trader, 
the usurer, and the gombeen man. These will command the 
situation ; these are the future rulers of the land. You will 
re-establish the institution that has been admitted on all 
hands to be the very ruin of our country, for you will bring 
back the middleman. 

Well, my lord, we are gathered here this day, as has been 
said so well by Lord Waterford, only to ask for justice-simple 
justice-the justice of fair trial, which is not refused to the 
worst of criminals. If justice is refused to us, our alternative is 
not sedition. The historical motto of those who are gathered 
here this day has been "Faithful though not favoured.'' I will 
tell you the alternative which we have, and it is one consistent 
with loyalty. In the dark days of our country-we look back 
upon them now as dark days-I think they were lighter than 
the present. In one respect they were darker then, for there 
was not the union, which I am glad to see here to-day, amongst 
those who must, if the country is ever to prosper, be the natural 
leaders of law. In those dark days the light of the dawn of 
liberty was still breaking on the horizon, and in those days an 
illustrious band of exiles came to Ireland. She opened her arms 
to receive them ; they came from a land from which they had 
been driven by oppression and ignorant legislation; they brought 
with them industry, and enterprise, and capital, and with this 
they repaid the land that took them to her arms and to her heart. 
I am sure there are before me this day representatives of 
those exiles-names that are associated with a full share of 
everything that is great, th.at is noble, and that is worthy in our 
land; and if we look back across generations to the ancestral 
traditions of another land, we will see that the impress of Irish 
nativity has stamped them with the characteristics of our com
mon country. Is it to be said that their descendants will have 
to record the story of another emigration-an emigration from 
the land of their ancestors' adoption, and because of the same 
oppressive laws? Is it to be said that capital and enterprise 
will leave this land in search of freer soil? I don't know what 
foreign shore awaits those exiles of Erin, but this I may say, it 
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will not be a country where the laws of the land confiscate pri
vate investment-where they violate solemn contract, and where, 
by proscribing private, and individual, and absolute ownership 
of property-whether inherited or acquired-they root up the 
very foundations on which the wealth of nations is built. 

The resolution was then put and carried unanimously. 

MR. ARTHUR M'M. KAVANAGH, 

who was warmly received, proposed the next resolution. He 
said-

Upon me devolves the task of moving the fourth reso
lution ; and although I would have been glad that this duty 
had fallen upon some other person more competent to do justice 
to it, I am not sorry to have the opportunity afforded to 
me of saying a few words about it. Occupying the position 
which I lately held, as a member of the Bessborough Com
mission, and recommending, as I did, the system of arbitra
tion for the settlement of disputes as to rent, I feel that, in 
the opinion of some, I may be charged with pursuing an incon
sistent course in recommending the adoption of a system at one 
time, and at another asking you to pass a resolution condemning 
its effect. But in the resolution which I have now the honour 
to propose I do not ask you to condemn the principle that is 
now embodied in an Act of Parliament, and as loyal subjects we 
are, in my opinion, bound to abide by it. More than that, the 
principle is one which I endorse myself, and the necessity for its 
adoption I am still prepared to maintain. It is not the principle, 
then, that I ask you to condemn by this resolution, but the 
manner in which it i administered; and I believe I shall have 
no difficulty in proving that it is such as neither the framers of 
the Bill, nor the Parliament that passed it into an Act, ever con
templated. 

I will briefly state the grounds upon which I make this 
assertion. First, we have in the Queen's Speech, when referring to 
the Bill to be introduced dealing with the Irish land question, 
the pledge that it would not diminish the value or disturb the 
foundations of property. We have, second, Mr. Gladstone's 
words, spoken on the 7th of April-" Well, sir, neither, I am 
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bound to say, should we think it just to propose legislation on 
the ground, whether expressed or implied, of general misconduct 
on the part of the landlords of Ireland. On the contrary, as a 
rule, they have stood their trial, and, as a rule, they have been 
acquitted. The report of the Bessborough Commission, which 
certainly is not deficient in its popular sympathies, declares that 
the greatest credit is due to the Irish landlords for not exacting 
all that by law they were entitled to exact." We have further 
his words, spoken on July 22nd, referring to some previous 
debate-" As I then stated, my opinion was that the operation 
of the Bill would, in many cases, have the effect of raising the 
rents, and thereby causing discontent." I quote Mr. Gladstone, 
not only on account of his great ability, or of the immense 
weight attaching to any utterance of his as Prime Minister, but 
more especially from the fact that he was the sole author of the 
Bill-this one Bill of a protracted session. Mr. Gladstone, and 
Mr. Gladstone alone, was in charge of the measure, and con
ducted it through its difficult course, from its introduction to its 
third reading ; therefore his opinions and speeches are of pecu
liar significance. I could quote to you words from Lord 
Selborne's speeches when the measure reached the House of 
Lords. I could quote to you paragraphs from the main report 
of the Bess borough Commissioners to the effect that "the large 
estates," which you will remember comprise the majority of 
agricultural holdings in the country, "were well and conside
rately managed." That means that there was no unjust exaction 
of rent. But I do not want to occupy your time by multiplying 
quotations. I have given you enough to show that those who 
originated the Bill, and suggested the necessity for its introduc
tion, were of opinion that the majority of rents were not un
reasonable. I have given you Mr. Gladstone's words, clearly 
showing that, in his opinion, the effect of the Bill would certainly 
not be the wholesale and universal reduction of rents. On that 
assumption, the question of compensation was not then dealt 
with. But leaving the subject of the rents for a moment, there is 
another and a most material point in my argument which I 
must bring before you, and that is as to the impartial nature of 
the tribunal who have to decide this vital question of fair rent. 
I can again bring Mr. Gladstone's words to my assistance. On 
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July 22nd, when i·eferring to the subject of compensation he 
spoke thus:-" If it be that compensation is to be demanded 
under that clause, because a judicial rent and a statutory term 
a1·e about to be determined, all I can say is, that a judicial rent 
can only be fixed and a statutory term can only be established 
according to the judgment of a dispassionate and impartial 
judicial body, who will have to decide between man and man 
according to the facts proved before them." Now, these are 
the two facts upon which I base my argument, viz.-that the 
Bill was passed on the assurance and the understanding that 
there would be no universal reduction of rent, and that the 
tribunal would be a dispassionate and impartial one. But what 
are the facts that we are met here to-day to consider? Have we 
got a dispassionate and impartial tribunal? In the answer to that 
question the entire issue is bound up. In the Head Commis
sioners I would be sorq to think that we had not ; but of these 
Sub-Commissions-those species of flying columns, who deal 
arbitrarily with our means of living-I am disposed to think 
differently. Personally I have not a word to say about any 
one of them. What their qualifications are, or why they were 
selected, I know nothing, sav( what rumour gives; but although 
ignorant on those points, I am not, I believe, entirely in the dark 
as to the instructions they have received to guide their actions. 
I believe-and I am glad of being able now to make this state
ment publicly, in order that her Majesty's Government may 
have the opportunity of contradicting it if it is not correct-I 
believe there have been secret instructions of a very grave 
nature, their acceptance of and their compliance with which is 
a condition of their appointment. As to the nature of those 
instructions I am, of oourse, as much in the dark as any of the 
general public, but even on this point we are not without some 
gleam of light. 

I will read an extract from the letter of the correspondent 
of the StandaJ·d, obviously and notoriously written in sup
port of these Sub-Commissioners, and in defence of their 
administration of this Act. It was written on December 
26th, 1881, and gave, as the '' Princir les of determining fair 
rent" - First, to carry out Healy's clause as liberally as 
possible. Second, when neither landlord nor tenant had im-
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proved the holding, but the landlord had, without apparent 
cause, raised the rent, to restore it to its original figure. Third, 
where no improvement or raising of rent, or no other distinct 
index of value, to fall back on Griffith's valuation. Now, these 
instructions, when compared with the decisions of the Sub-Com
missioners, would certainly seem to me to be inspired, and I 
think I am right in assuming that they are more than a mere 
haphazard guess. But there is a further light thrown on them, 
and from a source which makes it more than ordinarily omi
nous ; and I must-although I deprecate anything having the 
appearance of party politics being imported into our discussion 
-I must refer to the late Derry election and to some speeches 
made by Mr. Porter, the present Solicitor-General, during his 
canvass on that occasion. At a meeting at Magherafelt on 
November 17th, Mr. Porter stated " that the Land Act was 
passed because the fact was forced on the attention of the 
Legislature of Great Britain that the vast bulk of the land 
in this country was excessively over-rented." This he asserts 
as a fact more than once. All I can say is, that if it is a fact, 
it is one which neither of the Royal Commissions that sat to 
inquire into the question discovered. At Limavady on N ovem
ber 21st Mr. Porter uses these words, and they are very ominous 
words :-" Some of the Assistant-Commissioners who had the 
power of fixing a fair rent had been appointed }or seven 
years, but a great many had only been appointed for one year. ' 
At Cookstown on November 26th he said "he had s~en in some 
cases where the Sub-Commissioners had reduced the rents, it ap
peared to him that they had not reduced them sufficiently." 

Now I must ask, What do these words prove ? Are they not 
a clear threat to those Sub-Commissioners who have been ap
pointed for only one year, that if they did not act in sympathy 
with the Government and reduce rents they would not be rn
appointed? Now, take the deci ions of these Sub-Commission
ers as far as they have gone. I have a return here showing the 
number of cases in which judicial rents have been fixed by the 
Assistant-Commissioners up to the 31st December. So far as 
returns have been received up to that date, the total number 
of cases in which judicial rents have been fixed is 645. The 
a reage dealt with was 19,717 acres; the old rents amounted to 
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£17,39115s. lld.; the new rents amount to £13,085 2s. lOd., 
and the gross amount of the reductions, £4322 15s. 3cl., 01· 24.8 
per cent. In Ulster there were 305 cases heard; the old rent 
was £6475 15s. 9d. ; the new rent amounts to £4914 ls. 7d. ; 
and the gross amount of the reductions is £1577 6s. 4cl. In 
Ulster we have three bright spots called increases, to which I 
shall refer hereafter. In Leinster there were 66 cases heard. 
The old rent in these oases amounted to £2310 15s. lld. ; the 
new rent has been fixed at £1736 17s. lld., showing a gross 
reduction of £57 4 8s. In Munster there were 159 cases heard, 
and the old rent amounted to £7178 lls. 3d. The new rent 
has been fixed at £5418 7s. 9d., the gross amount of the reduc
tions being £1760 3 . 6d. In Connaught 115 cases were heard, 
and the old rents were reduced from £1426 13s. to £1015 15s. 7d., 
showing a total reduction of £410 17s. 5cl. 

Now, I will shortly refer to the oases that have not been 
decreased, but rather increased. These amount to five in 
number, and the total amount of the increase is £16 2s. 2d. 
Of these five oas.es, four were in Ulster and one in Leinster. 
The following facts referring to each are worth noting. The 
first case is Sir Oriel Foster's half-crown. Sir Oriel Foster was 
the landlord, and the tenant was named Mary M'Ai·dle. The 
gross acreage of the farm was 12A. OR. 39P. The old rent was } 
£3 15s. ; poor law valuation, £5; and the new rent, as fixed 
by the Assistant-Commissioners at Castleblayney, is £3 17s. 6d. 1 
Mr. M'Bri4e, the landlord's valuator, swore that the fair rent 
should be £4 9s. 8d., excluding all the tenant's improvements. 
The tenant was evicted for four years' rent, and at the time of 
the decision of the Assistant-Commissioners the amount due 
represented four and a-half years' rent. The landlord had to 
abide his own costs. Forty years of the additional rent, if paid, 
would not recoup the landlord for his costs of being brought 
into court, though his rent was raised instead of diminished ! 
The second increase was the result of a mistake of law, under 
which Sub-Commission No. 2 laboured. The case was de
cided at Lisburn. The tenant was Alexander Creighton, and 
the landlord was Horatio Nelson, of Downpatrick. The acre
age of the holding was 25A. OR. 25P. statute. The old rent was 
£27 4s. ; the poor-law valuation £26 ; and the new rent, as 
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fixed by the Sub-Commissioners, is £29 2s. 6ll. The chairman 
of the Sub-Commission stated that they had made this increase 
instead of the slight increase which the la.ndlord said he was 
willing to accept, "because henceforth in all cases where judi
cial rents were fixed the landlord would have to pay half the 
county cess ; and as the holding was worth much more, and to 
keep the landlord safe with respect to the county cess, they had 
increased the rent by £1 18 . 6cl." This was a mistake of law, 
and the tenant has appealed. The third increase was made 
under a similar mistake of law, by the same Sub-Commission, at 
Newry. The tenant in that case was R. N. Mullen, and the 
landlord the Earl of Kihuddery. The acreage was 32A. lR. 23P.; 
the old rent, £3814s4d.; poor-law valuation £38; and the new 
rent has been settled at£4114 ·. The Sub-Commis ioners believed 
at the time of the d ci ion that the increase would only repay the 
landlord with re ·pect to the county cess. The reductions during 
the first six weeks of this Sub-Commission (No. 2) were under 
25 per cent. The Commissioners stated several iimes in court, 
and in about nineteen cases actually ordered, that the landlord 
should pay half the county cess during the statutory term. This 
meant an additional loss of five per cent. to the landlord. During 
the last two or three weeks it has become clear that the landlord 
may not have to pay half the county ces , and the reductions of 
this Commission have been accordingly increased, and have 
averaged 28 per cent. since. The fourth increase was at Bai
lieborough, and made by Sub-Commission No. 12, because the 
landlord had expended more than £400 on the drainage of the 
holding during the spring of 1881. The tenant was Patrick 
Rochefort, and the landlords were R. and H. Doughty. The 
acreage was 50A. 3R. 14P. statute. The old rent was £39 8s. 6d.; 
the Government valuation £39 ; and the new rent has been 
fixed at £50. The fifth and last increase was made by Sub
Commission No. 8, at Oastlerea, county Kilkenny. The tenant 
was John Fanny, and the landlord Captain Hugh M'Ternan. 
The acreage amounted to 9A. 2R. 24P. statute. The old rent was 
£4 10s.; the poor-law valuation £4 5s.; and the new rent was 
fixed at £5. 

Take the directions sketched out by the correspondent of the 
:::Jtamla}'(/. Con ider them by the light of Mr. Porter's words

D 
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who is, you will r member, a responsible Government o:fficial
and what, I will ask you, have you left of this impartial 
tribunal ? Where are the assurances under which, and under 
which alone, the Bill was passed? There was to be no universal 
reduction of i·ents. There is, so far as the Sub-Commissioners 
have gone, an almost universal reduction, unsupported, so far as 
I can see, by either principle or reason. There was to be an 
impartial tribunal ! We have one bound down by the strictest 
secret instructions, removing all, however, of discretion, the 
members of it openly threatened by a law officer of the Crown 
that if they do not proceed in one direction, and in one direction 
only, they will lose their appointments. I leave the verdict in 
your hands! 

But before I have done with these Sub-Commissions I must 
say a word upon another point. I ask you to censure them in 
this resolution for abstaining from stating the principles upon 
which they act; but I am bound to say, in the very few in
stances in which they ha e departed from this rule-when, per
haps, their zeal exceeded their prudence-the reasons which they 
have announced for arriving at their decisions are not such as 
are calculated, in my opinion, either to increase or restore our 
confidence in them. I will refer shortly to a few that occur to 
me as the most remarkable of them. It has been announced 
that the rent is not to be fixed according to the value of the land 
itself, but according to the capability of the occupying tenant to 
get value out of it. Now, I must say that the extravagance of 
such a principle is too glaring to require comment. A holding 
may be of the best description-the land of the richest quality, 
with every facility for realizing its productiveness. It may be 
that these very facilities were conferred by the landlord's expen
diture; but, according to this new theory, if it be held by a 
drunkard, a thriftless, idle or slovenly tenant, who, from his own 
fault, fails to work the holding to profit, the landlord is to get 
nothing out of it. By this theory a direct premium is held out 
to all kinds of extravagance, by which it would not be difficult 
for the fortunate tenant to arrive at the stage of paying no rent 
at all. Take another instance, and by no means an uncommon 
one in all parts of the country. The holding small and poor, 
the family large and soft (as the saying is) , how would that be 
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when the tenant applied to have a fair rent fixed? We had a 
striking case of such as that before us when~ was on the Bess
borough Commission at Galway. A witness came forward to 
represent his own case and that of his neighbours, and stated, as 
well as I remember, that there were eighteen families living 
upon fourteen acres of poor land. He did not ground his com
plaint upon excess of rent; that, I believe, was something 
nominal ; but he declared that if he held the land for nothing 
he could not live on it. Now, if we follow this newly announced 
principle in this case to its logical sequence, it is clear that the 
landlord, instead of receiving rent, should pay the tenant for 
occupying his land. We have another announcement not a bit 
less extraordina1·y, in the case of a tenant holding a rich bit of 
meadow land, I think in the vicinity of the city of Limerick. 
It was proved that the land had been of considerable value from 
its inherent fertility; but thi went for nothing on the landlord's 
behalf, because it was prov d for the tenant that by taking ex
cellent crops of meadow off it, year after year, without putting 
a single bit of manure on it, he had entirely exhausted it. The 
rent was reduced to the value, I believe, to that the tenant had, 
by his wanton, and, I might almost say, malicious conduct, dete
riorated it. I feel that I should only weaken such a case as that 
by enlarging on it. There are many others, but time will not 
permit of my referring to them, and I will only, before I leave 
the subject altogether, allude to one which has been brought 
under my notice by a letter in the Standard of last week, written 
by a Southern landowner, who appeared to me to state in a plain 
and simple manner a very pitiable case, and one that I believe 
will prove, if these decisions go on and remain unreversed, to be 
typical of many others. He stated that he was a tenant for life 
on an estate of £4000 per annum, bound by his tenure to let 
his lands at the full value, without taking any fine. This kind 
of temue is common on many properties in the country. His 
land was let at one-third over Griffith's valuation, which I have 
never heard named as an extravagant figure. The Sub-Commis
sioners reduced his rental to £3,000 per annum, or something 
about our "old friend Griffith." That is very like the rule I 
read from the Standard. F01· what reason he is thus deprived 
of a fourth of his income, whether because his tenants were 

n2 
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drunkards or slovenly, or because by bad farming or n gligence 
they had exhausted their land, he is not to know. All he is to 
know is that, whereas once he had £4000 a-year, he has now 
got £3000. 

I have now shown you as clearly as I can how the Act i · 
being administered, and I must say for myself that when I 
compare Mr. Gladstone's statements and a surances with the 
events that are taking place every day under our eye , I feel 
lost in astonishment. I would like to be charitable, and I can 
only suppose that Mr. Gladstone must be equally ignorant 
of these instructions as of his Solicito1·-General's threats. It is 
beyond me to believe that he could be capable of passing a mea
sure through Parliament on the a surance that there would be 
no universal reduction of rents, and that it should be adminis
tered by an impartial tribunal, and then issuing rules making 
the universal reduction compulsory, and depriving these admi
nistrators of all power of being impartial or in the least d gre 
exercising their judgment on the issues submitted to them. I 
should be sorry, a I have said, to believe that he, or, indeed, 
any minister, was capabable of such action. But there is no 
doubt of this fact, that he will be responsible if, after his atten
tion has been called to what is going on, he san ·tions the 
continuance of such proceedings, or leaves these reports uncon
tradicted. This in itself I think shows the importance of our 
meeting here to-day. It is not only our interests as Irish 
landowners that are involved-the question is much wider, 
and must touch either the nation's honour or the nation's 
purse. 

Now, this brings me to a subject which, although hardly 
covered by the rnsolution which I am in charge of, is one of 
such general and deep-felt interest that I must ask your leave 
to touch upon it. It is the question of compensation-it has a 
twofold aspect. One is both the direct and indirect loss inflicted 
upon landowners by the general effect of this legislation upon 
the land question. It is one of enormous magnitude, upon 
which I hold very strong views, already expressed in my sepa
rate report on the Bessborough Commission, and which I shall 
not be backward in supporting when the time comes for so 
doing. To try to clo so now would, I feel, without in any 
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way either advancing or strengthening our case-rather the 
reverse-waste the time at our disposal, and expose me to the 
unpleasant ordeal of being called to order. The other aspect is 
the question of compensation arising out of these decisions; but 
although I believe that it is one clearly within our present 
cope, I must say frankly at once that I should regard any for

mulated claim put forward now as premature, and so damaging 
to our position. We have no right to assume that the decisions 
of these Head Commi sioner on appeals brought before them 
will confirm the rulings of the Sub-Commissioners. They may 
take-I believe they will-a juster view of this, and we have no 
right to condemn them indirectly by seeking compensation on the 
assumption that they will not before they are tried. I£ they 
confirm these decision there will, no doubt, be a heavy bill for 
the Government to meet, with a far higher and stronger claim 
than ever the Jamaica slave-owner had in support of their de
mand for compensation. I must apologise for comparing Irish 
landowners with those who trafficked in the bodies and destinies 
of men, but in business matters we must reduce them to a mer
cantile rule or basis. We have on our behalf on this count the 
instance of Mr. Gladstone's family as the recipients of £63,454 
17s. ld. of the British taxpayers' money as compensation for 
rights that they surrendered. And have men who bought their 
property no right to compensation for now being deprived of a 
part of it? I have no doubt there are some here present who 

( 

have under the Landed Estates Court purcha ed property the 
rents existing on which were guaranteed to them by their title. 
No man can say that they did wrong in so doing ; but more 
than that, there hardly ever was a sale under that Court that 
was not published by an advertisement, to the effect that the 
existing rents on the properties advertised for sale might fairly 
be raised. Men bought on this inferred guarantee; they bought 
as a speculation, and they raised their rents on the good faith 
of the Government advertisement that they had a right to do 
so. The fact that they had this right is not controverted, but 
the fact that they did so is one of the causes which has created 
the present trouble, and tended to produce the Act the i·esults 
of which we are now discussing. In such cases as this I appre
hend there is little douht that even if brought before the Head 
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Commission the result will be a loss of income to them. Does 
a Parliamentary title give them no right to compensation ? 
l£ it does not, I must say the Incumbered Estates Court Act is 
not worth the parchment it is written on. But I am not here 
to-day to defend their action. I am no supporter of rack rent
ing, whatever may be the extent 01· nature of such legal rights. 

When we are dealing with matters of property which 
involve directly or indirectly the interests, I may say the 
destinies, of our fellow-men, I am no advocate for the exac
tion of the "pound of flesh," and more especially when that 
"pound" is weighed by the standard of an Incumbered 
Estates Court advertisement. l£ then they are entitled to 
compensation, how much stronger is the claim of those whose 
estates, according to the Bessborough report, are considerately 
managed, and to whom the credit is due of never having 
exacted all that they were entitled to exact. Does their for
bearance give them no claim ?-their time and money spent 
in promoting their tenants' interests create for them no equity ? 
Are their incomes to be cut down by this system of administer
ing the Land A.ct without repayment ? Are their properties to 
be rendered valueless by the agitation avowedly permitted-I 
have Mr. Chamberlain as my authority-to facilitate and securn 
its passing, and are they to recieve no compen ation? I can 
quote Mr. Gladstone's words bearing directly u n this point, on 
July 22nd:-" I am determined, as far a I am personally 
concerned-and I think I can, speaking r friends near me, 
say that they share in my determinatio that in doing our 
duty to the several clas es in Ireland ho are immediately 
affected by the Bill, we shall not forge the duty we owe to 
the nation at large. If those classes, e ther or both of them, 
have a just claim for compensation n consequence of the 
manner in which their interests will e affected by the Bill, 
we are bound, as a Parliament, to ive them compensation." ' 
These are strong words, which may hereafter form the 
ground-work and manual for our future action. But while 
appeals are still unheard-while the justice, independence, 
and impartiality, of the Head-Commissioners remain unjusti
fied before these confiscatory reductions are confirmed, it 
would, in my opinion, be premature to formulate a claim 
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which we might, with some truth, be informed was only 
based upon a hypothetical loss. If the decisions of these 
Sub-Commissioners are confirmed-if this agitation goes on 
unchecked, and the country be rendered more uninhabitable 
than it is, and our properties unsaleable, then, indeed, we shall 
be in a position to claim the redemption of Mr. Gladstone's 
promise, and our bill will be a heavy one. But, as I under
stand it, the object of this meeting here to-day is to call public 
attention, both in this country and in England, to the manner 
in which this Act is being admini._ tered, and to record our pro
test against it. I can speak at lea t for myself that such is the 
reason for my being here-not only in the interests of myself 
and the class to which I have the honour to belong, but in the 
interests also of the Briti h faxpayer-to call the attention of 
those in England, who may have a heavy bill to pay, to how 
things are going on -to stop, if possible, this reckless confisca
tion ; but if not successful in that, to prevent those who here
after may have to defray the cost from having cause to complain 
that they were not warned of what was coming. His resolution 
was in these words:-

" That this meeting protest in the strongest manner against 
the action of the Assistant-Commissioners, inasmuch as it ob
serves that in determining what is a fair rent, they appear to 
rest their decisions mainly upon their own cursory inspection of 
the lands during hurried visits in the depths of winter; that, 
contrary to the practice of all other courts, they fail to state the 
grounds of their judgments, thus doing great injustice to parties 
who may desire to appeal against then' decisions; that while it is 
to be presumed, and has been stated by some of them, that they 
are guided by certain definite principles, they have abstained 
from announcing what those principles are, and they proceed 
as if they were bouri.d to make an indiscriminate reduction of 
rents. 



40 REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS &r. 

MR. FRANCIS DAMES-LONGWORTH, Q.O., 

seconded the motion. He said :-

I have to apologize for the paucity of my remarks by 
mentioning that it was not until ye terday evening that my 
friend Colonel King-Harman requested me to supply the gap 
that had unfortunately taken place in the proceedings of 
the day in consequence of an acei lent to one of the members 
of Mr. Mulholland's family. But no man in the community, 
no matter how humble he may be-no matter how mean his 
talents or ability may be-has a right, when called upon, to 
refuse to come to the forefront, and to do battle so far as 
he can to support the rights of property in this country. It 
has been truly remarked that this matter passed altogether 
from the ranks of party politics the moment the Land Act 
became law. 

We are all here united as loyal men to point attention 
to matters which are of grave concern and grave considera
tion, to strengthen if we can, and to support the hands of 
the executive Government-to call attention to matters which, 
if unredressed, must, as one of the papers this morning said, 
lead to chaos and anarchy. We are anxious to show the 
Government of the country the points in which we believe 
the action of the present land system has been a failure. 
The resolution which has been so ably proposed by Mr. 
Kavanagh-and indeed, but for the fact that he proposed 
it, I would not undertake to second it-contains an indict
ment against the Sub-Commissioners who are carrying out 
the Land Act. It contains an indictment of a three-fold 
character against them, or, as we lawyers say, three counts) 
and it will be for this meeting to say which of the counts 
is the most serious in respect to their conduct. The first 
is that they, in administering the duties which have been 
imposed on them, have-I will not say wilfully-I wish to 
avoid the imputation of motives-but that they have mis
taken their mission-a serious count in itself, but I do not 
think it is the most serious one. We also indict them that 
they in pursuing their inquiries have acted upon evidence 
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of a most unsatisfactory character. As decisions of all courts 
of justice should be based upon evidence of a truthful and 
reliable character, I ask you whether that count is of a 
serious character or not. La tly, as the decisions of these 
Sub-Commissioners are not to be final with regard to the 
property of this country, I conceive that the third count 
is the mo t important, in which we harge that they in 
their deci ion , having made no declarations as to their 
grounds, have left the suitor who may be desirous to appeal 
in a mo t helple s condition, such as no court of justice 
over the world, or no court of justice in this land at least, 
has ever done. 

I read in the paper this morning a letter from Lord 
Monck, in which he said the Sub-Oommis ioners were ap
pointed to perform novel, difficult, and invidious duties. I 
think I may give them credit for this-that they have per
formed them in a novel and invidious manner, and I may 
add that in the performance of these duties they have ex
perienced but little difficulty. 'rhe first count against them 
is that they have mi taken their mission, and that instead 
of going forth, according to the words of the Act of Par
liament, to fix a fair rent, they have gone forth to reduce 
rents. By the returns we have received we learn that the 
reductions of rents, up to the 31st of December, have been 
£4,322 15s. 3cl., and the additions have been only £16 2s. 2d. 
Therefore, I say it appears, on evidence incontrovertible, that 
they have mistaken their mis ion. 

It is perfectly incredible that for a period which we need 
not measure back the whole of the tenantry of Ireland have 
been paying unfair rents, as these decisions would pronounce 
them to be. It is a startling proposition, which will not com
mend itself to the good sense of those I have the honour to 
address. I read of one case, at Erlingford, where the rent was 
pronounced to be a fair rent as paid to the landlord, but that 
rent was in the same breath reduced, because of temporary 
abatements or reductions in bad years, through the indulgence 
or liberality of the landlord. I have read of a case in which 
the Sub-Commissioners thought the rent was too low, and then 
there is put upon the landlord the invidious task of saying 
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whether he will apply to have the rent raised. I humbly say 
that in a case of this kind the landlord should not be asked to 
answer that question, and the proper duty of the Sub-Commis
sioners would be to fix the fair rent, no matter whether the 
landlord asked them to do so or not. Well, now, on the second 
point-namely, the evidence upon which the Commissioners 
proceed--could anything be more startling or unsatisfactory in 
the history of judicial proceedings ? We know the difficulty 
which landiords have in procuring evidence upon questions of 
value. We know the difficulty under which landlords labour 
in even having leave given to their valuer to enter on the lands 
of their tenant . And I believe I am in the hearing of those 
who can correct me if I am wrong, that the Commissioners in 
Dublin have had to postpone the hearing of a number of cases 
because of the intimidation practised on the landlord's valuer 
when he went on the lands of the tenants. Well, the Commis
sioners-they hear the evidence, they adjourn, and the three 
gentlemen on some frosty December morning-perhaps when 
the lands are flooded, as most low-lying lands are at this season 
-go and take a cursory view of the land. It will be an 
interesting matter of inquiry, when some of these cases come on 
appeal before the Chief Commissioners, what portion of the 
lands they have travelled over. I know a gentleman who 
followed them with an ordnance map in his hand, and, if I am 
not misinformed, the hearing of the appeals will disclose an 
extraordinary contradiction to the statement of the Commis
sioners when they returned into court that they had " carefully 
examined the lands." Certainly, the extent of farms valued in 
an incredibly short time would lead one to the conclusion that 
the information I have received is not very incorrect. With 
regard to the legal Commissioner, he knows very little about it. 
One ofthem-I will not give you any name-told me the other 
day he knew nothing about land; he was trying to learn some
thing, but as to his deciding whether land was wort_h 20 . or 
30s. an acre the idea was absurd. Well, the other two make 
a cursory inspection of the land, and they come back into court, 
and in every case they base their decision largely upon the 
inspection they have so made. Well, now, I say this giving a 
decision upon not only unsworn testimony, not subjected to 
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cross-examination, but the reasons of which are not even dis
closed to the litigant parties-am I right, then, in saying that 
this is a species of administration of justice unknown in this 
country; and certainly unparalleled so far as it has gone? 
When they have come to their decision, could anything be more 
unsatisfactory than the way in which it is announced? The 
legal gentleman, who knows not the difference between a Swede 
and an Aberdeen turnip, gives the decision of the other two 
Commissioners on a subject with which he is not conver ant; 
he is, in fact, made the official mouthpiece to deliver that judg
ment, because, if the reasons for the judgment are to be con
cealed, it is as well to keep a gentleman who does not know the 
reasons, and cannot explain them, to pronounce the judgment 
in court. It is like as if the Lord Chief Justice in the Queen's 
Bench, after having heard an elaborate argument on a nice and 
intricate point of law, were to say to one of the other officers of 
the court, "You deliver tho judgment in this case, and give just 
as much of the rea ons for it as you know yourself." It was 
most un atisfactory to have decisions based upon evidence un
known, and reasons that were not di..,,closed. 

I have every re pect for the public courts of my country, but, 
as regards the e mushroom courts, which spring up in a night, 
governed by no intelligible principle-I speak not against 
individuals, but the courts themselves, judged by the deci
sions they have made-I can speak without much hesitation or 
reserve. There are other directions in which the decisions of 
these courts have gone hardly against the landlords, and the 
result of which has been to largly increase the business of these 
courts. I should say, as between man and man, that if I am to 
be mulcted in costs by my tenant for not charging a fair rent, it 
would be only fair, before he came into court, to ask the court 
to fix a fair rent, that he should approach me, and ee if I will 
meet him in a conciliatory spirit. Take an estate of five 
hundred tenants for instance-and there are many such in 
Ireland-by the time they all come into court, if the costs of 
both parties are to fall on the landlord-and we may estimate 
the costs in each case would not be less than £10-that would 
make a tax upon the landlOTd of £5000 in addition to the loss 
of his income. I believe, from some recent cases I have seen in 
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the paper, the action of the Sub-Commissioners in this respect is 
being rather amended, and I commend these observations to 
their consideration if they think them worthy of it. 

Now I have been warned that the time is short, and, there
fore, I have concentrated my observations upon what I am more 
familiar with-the ordinary fair procedure of a court of justice 
so called. This is a court constituted to decide enormous rights; 
it has been <leciding enormous rights. It is a court which is 
bringing misery and ruin to the homes of many a happy family. 
It is a court which, where the rent has been paid, undisturbed 
for forty, or fifty, or sixty years-prima facie reason why it 
should not be reduced-proceeds, without giving any reasons, to 
reduce it. I, t.herefore, with Mr. Kavanagh, call upon you una
nimously to pass this resolution which I have so feebly 
seconded. I thank you very much for the hearing you have 
given me. 

The resolution was passed. 

THE EARL OF WESTMEATH 

proposed the next resolution :-

"That, inasmuch as the Land Act has been administered by 
the Assistant-Commissioners in a manner not contemplated by 
Parliament, this meeting is of opinion that the appeals from 
their decisions should be heard by the Chief Commissioners 
without further delay; that, pending such appeals, their further 
action should be stayed; and that, if such appeals should result 
in sanctioning the decisions of the Assistant-Commissioners, it 
would be incumbent on the Legislature to provide compensa
tion for those landowners and others whose property would be 
thereby unjustly diminished." 

He said:-

My Lord Duke, my Lords and Gentlemen - The fifth 
resolution has been given to me to put forward for your con
sideration. I do so with much reluctance and diffidence. With 
reluctance, because I know that in this vast and influential as
sembly there are m n who could give expression to the motion 
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in far better terms than I can; and with diffidence, because I 
am now, for the first time in my life, addressing such an in
fluential assembly, and on such a momentous subject. 

But, my Lords and Gentlemen, the time has now come, as it 
has been observed here to-day, when it behoves every man, not
withstanding what his station in this country may be, to speak 
out in defence of his property and rights. We a1'e not assembled 
here to cavil at the Land Act, which has now become law, but to 
express our urprise and consternation at the ruthless manner in 
which its provisions are being admini tered through the length 
and breadth of the land-a way, I venture to say, not contem
plated by the majority of the party under whose auspices it 
became law. I venture to say, without fear of contradiction, 
that this Act is not carried out in the spirit contemplated by 
Parliament, according to the statement of leading politician , 
and according to tho r port of the Bessborough Commission, by 
whom no such sweeping reductions were expected. The Assis
tant-Commissioners have given their deci ions on concealed 
principles, responsible to no one, but subje t to correction on 
appeal. It is stated the Chief Commissioners intend to hear 
appeals shortly. Now we, the representatives of that class who 
consider themselves injured, desire it to be clearly understood 
by the public and by Parliament, that we demand an immediate 
expounding of the principles upon which the Act is being 
administered, and that we should know without delay whether 
what we consider as extreme and unfair de isions meet with the 
approval of the Chief Commissioners. If the result of the 
appeals should go to prove that the Assistant-Commissioners 
have given, to say the least, extreme decision , the landlord clas 
will, to some extent, be relieved from the conviction that what
ever the intention of the promoters of the Act, it operations 
will be to many ruin. If, on the other hand, the Chief Com
missioners refuse to divulge the principles upon which they 
believe the Act should be administered, or to announce such 
principles as will justify them in upholding the decisions of the 
Assistant-Commissioners, then the question of how Parliament is 
to compensate those who, contrary to the expressed opinions of 
several of the promoters of the Act, have been sacrificed to what 
som who now try to defend its operation sa was necessary for 
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the public welfare, as to how, and to what extent, that compen
sation should be granted, will entirely depend on the result of 
the appeals. 

My Lords and Gentlemen, in conclusion, I will say r:o more, 
after the brilliant oratory which we have heard to-day. But 
there is one who, I understand, will come after me, who will be 
able folly to enter into this resolution, and who will make up 
for my defects. 

COLONEL KING-HARMAN, 

who was greeted with loud applause on coming forward, said-

My Lord Duke, my Lords and Gentlemen-In seconding 
the resolution which has been put into my hands, I am im
pressed with the opinion that, important as the previous resolu
tions have been, and worthy as they have been of being received 
with acclamation by you, this fifth resolution is more important 
than all. Because time presses-we cannot wait. 

For two or three years past the Irish landed gentry have 
had many and grievous bmdens to bear. Our country suffered 
under privations, famine and sore distress. The Irish landlords, 
to their credit be it said, came forward and assisted the distress. 
They did not pre s for their rents in these hard times. They 
went without money ; they borrowed far and wide to relieve 
the distress at hand. I have heard it stated, indeed I have 
been taunted with it myself, that we were too lavish, too indis
criminate in our aid, and that we gave relief where distreS3 was 
only simulated. Well, we may have, but that is not a thing 
to be ashamed of. What has been our reward? The hands that 
were raised to us in supplication, and that we once th ught 
would have turned to us in thankfulness, are turned bi~terly 
against us. Instead of cead mille failthe we have the curse and 
the scowl; and the outcome of this ingratitude is what? A 
Bill to relieve and help-not the poor and distressed-but Jhose 
who, by our forbearance, emerged safely from a period o: dis
tress, and who have had the finest harvest that has been known 
in the memory of man, and who are well able to pay thefr :-ents 
-far better, as the Prime Minister himself has said, than the 
tenant-farmers of England and Scotland. 
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Now, to carry out this Bill, a host of Assistant-Oommis
sione1·s, into whose merits I will not go, as they have been 
several times described to you, have been let loose over the 
land, and wherever they have gone the same extraordinary 
spectacle has been witnessed, and the same extraordinary de
cisions have been heard. Rents which have been freely, 
honestly, and easily paid for half a century have, without 
rhyme or reason, and against rhyme and reason, been cut 
down. Where are the Chief Commissioners, in whose integ
rity, and skill, and ability the English Parliament put their 
trust, and whose names the people of Ireland received with 
a certain amount of confidence. What have they been doing 
for the last two months while the e cases were being heard, that 
everybody knew perfectly well could only end in one way, while 
the fate of thousands has been trembling in the balance, and 
while the fortunes of hundreds have been tossed to the winds 
by the decisions in this country ? 

This resolution that I am seconding calls upon you to de
mand that appeals against these miserable decisions should be 
heard without delay; and more, that, pending the hearing of 
these appeals, the proceedings of the Sub-Commis ioners should 
be stayed. What would be the use of the Head Commissioners 
hearing one appeal which would take the court a-week, while a 
dozen roving Commissioners are going over the country giving 
ten or twelve decisions, and valuing ten or twelve farms a-day ) 
-as a gentleman wrote to me to-day, valuing two farms between 
a quarter past four o'clock and thirty-five minutes past four 
o'clock on a December evening-valuing farms as had been 
done by one of the Sub-Commissioners in a western district 
lately, who, when called upon to give an opinion of the value of 
a particular field, thrust his stick into the ground, after the 
manner of a cheese-taster, smelt it, and said "l5s. an acre." I 
say that we have a right to call upon her Majesty's Government 
to stay these tasting and smelling examinations until those in 
whose experience or whose knowledge and wisdom we may have 
some confidence have had time to overhaul the decisions pre
viously given. 

It must be perfectly clear to the meeting, if it is not per
fectly clear to every man's individual intelligence before, that 
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the British Parliament would never have passed the Land Bill 
if it had not been clearly understood that the whole of its ad
ministration was to be entrusted to the management of those 
three gentlemen whose names were approved by Parliament. 
At the time the Bill was going through the House of Commons 
a committee of Irish gentlemen was sitting in London, trying 
to move or get moved amendments which we thought from our 
intimate knowledge of the country might be useful. And I 
ventured to sugge t that the appointment of these Sub-Com
missioners should not rest with the Government or with the 
Lord Lieutenant, but with the Chief Commissioners themselves. 
My reasons were these. I considered in the first place that the 
Chief Commissioners, being men of large and varied experience, 
would know thoroughly the claims and qualifications of the 
men to whom they were giving the offices of assistants; and 
fmther, I thought it was clear that the honour of the Chief 
Commissioners would be bound up in the efficiency of the 
Assistant-Commissioners, and if the hief Commissioners had 
their appointment they would be responsible for their mis
demeanours, and mi takes and errors. But as it is now they 
can turn round and ay, "We know nothing of the e men; 
they were appointed by the Government, and we are not re
sponsible for theii· mistakes." But I say now, make them 
responsible at once by forcing them to hear appeals. Let 
there be no further delay. Delay is cruel-it is not only 
cruel to the landlord, but cruel to the unfortunate tenant, 
because every one of those cases decided brings hundreds 
more into court; every one of these decisions of injustice 
against the landlord rai es higher the hopes of the peasantry ; 
and every decision of that kind diminishes the feeling of honesty 
and honour in the minds of those in whose breasts there is still 
left some honour and honesty. Further than that, I say it is 
cruel, because the majority of these decisions must be upset. 
It is impossible that they can be. otherwise, because the deci
sions of one court are exactly contrary to the decisions of 
another court; and where you have half a dozen decisions in 
different courts differing as far as possible, it must be perfectly 
clear that if the decisions of one court be right, the decisions of 
the other five must be wrong; and if tho appeals against the 
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decisions be sustained-as they must be-think of the bitter 
pang of disappointment which the unfortunate tenant must feel 
when, thinking he had got his rent reduced, and was going to 
get his holding at far below its prope1~ value, and had been re
joicing, and exulting, and revelling in the result of the case; 
that when he comes before the Chief Commissioners his hopes ar 
crushed, and so, instead of being a messenger of peace to him, 
it will be a message of bitterness and sorrow. The Land 
League then out'ide, point at him, and ay," Aha! didn't we 
tell you so ? Didn't we tell you there would be no use in going 
into the Land Court? ' This is how the Govemment sends 
peace on earth, goodwill towards men at this happy Christmas 
time. This is how the people will be taught to reverence 
the decisions of the law, and the lawyers and expert who hav 
been sent to administer it. 

I will touch oue small point before I conclude as to the ope
rations of the Assistant-Commissioners. A friend of mine-a 
valuator of great expe1·ience-was giving his evidence the other 
day in one of the courts, and his evidence was, that he valued 
the farm let at £52 a-year by the landlord at £45 a-year, but 
he stated that the farm had been, chiefly through the improve
ments made by the landlord, worth considerably more, and he 
considered that the Assistant-Commis ioners should put on a 
larger rent than the value put on the farm at the present day 
as compensation for deterioration of the most pronounced de
scription committed by the tenant, and fmther, that he believed 
that if the ame tenant remained in the farm for fifteen years 
more, at the end of that time the farm, instead of being worth 
£45, would not be worth £20. The Assistant-Commissioners 
distinctly stated that they had no power to take the question 
of deterioration into consideration at all. Now, it is within 
my recollection that when the Bill was passing through the 
House of Commons the question of deterioration was two or 
three times brought under the attention of the Government, 
and strongly urged on them, and the Minister in charge of the 
Bill invariably said that it was a point which the Commissioners 
and the Sub-Commissioners would undoubtedly take cognizance 
of. Here you have the As ·istant-Commissioners repudiating 
the authority with which they were clothed, and in two other 

E 
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cases you have the legal Commissioners giving decisions com
pelling the landlord to pay county oess, in distinct opposition to 
the ruling of Lmd Justice Christian and others in a celebrated 
case-showing, I think, very conclusively, that while agricul
tuml experts are not quite so qualified or experienced in the 
value of land as they might be, the legal Oommi sioners are not 
completely immaculate as regards their knowledge of law. The 
hour is late, and I had not intended to inflict a long speech 
upon you; and I may further say if I had intended I would 
have been unable to do so, because every speaker before me has 
taken a plum out of my pudding, and has left me nothing but 
dry matter to deal with. 

I therefore conclude by urging strongly upon you the 
necessity of passing this resolution with acclamation ; but 
before sitting down I would just turn to one remark that 
fell from Mr. Mahony in his brilliant speech. He said that 
in a certain event one course only was open-that the course 
of sedition was not open to us-and he represented that course 
as, practically I eaking, emigration on a large scale of the 
loyal classes from Ireland. I think there is another course 
which I commend to your notice-a course which should have 
been taken by us long ago, and which should be taken by us 
now, and which this meeting makes me hope may still be 
taken, and that coUl'se is united action. We have been beaten 
in detail, and struck down one by one while the others looked 
on. In many parts of Ireland it seemed to be a race with the 
landlords who should give in quickest. Let it now be with us 
a point of honour who shall stand stoutest, shoulder to shoulder. 
Who have we been beaten by ? Has it been by men of unex
ampled talent and great experience ? Nothing of the kind. 
We, the educated class, have been struck down by men of 
little education; we, the men whose fathers showed no craven 
front in former days, are cowed before a despicable foe. Let 
this be no longer the case. Stand together with determination 
and fixity of purpose; let our watchword be "no surrender," 
and above all, " fatherland." 

The resolution was then pa · ed with acclamation. 
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MR. R. U. PENROSE FITZGERALD, 

who was received with applause, said-

My Lord Duke, my Lords and Gentlemen-the late hour 
at which we have arrived enables me to state that I shall let 
you off with five-sixths of what I w,as going to say; and also 
for the further reason to which Colonel King-Harman has re
ferred-that all I had intended to say has been already said by 
those who have preceded me. A resolution has been intrusted 
to me to propose, and I shall now read it to you-

" That an humble petition to Her Most Gracious Majesty 
the Queen, embodying the views of this meeting, be signed 
by those present; that the Executive Committee be directed 
to adopt measures so as to enable others not now present to 
append their signatures ; and that his Grace the Duke of 
Abercorn be requested to transmit the same to the Secretary 
of State, to be laid befor her Majesty." 

In proposing that resolution to you, I only ask you to ex
ercise a constitutional right in a constitutional country. I 
am asking you to do it in a country where up to now I 
have thought that Constitution as near perfect as it could 
possibly be ; but in the la t two or three years those of us 
who have lived in this country have seen justice in contempt 
and law in abeyance, and we have seen freedom murdered 
by a semi-lawful lawlessness, and seen liberty mutilated by 
mob law. Therefore I ask you to adopt this resolution, and 
to do this constitutional thing in a constitutional way. It 
is unnecessary for me to detain you with any criticism of 
the mode in which this Act is being administered. 

I wish to point out to you one or two things in connexion 
with these Sub-Commissioners, whose proceedings have been 
tolerably well sifted here to-day. Let me mention this : 
First, we have the Legal Commissioners. Of them I know 
very little except that, so far as I do know them, it would 
be perfectly true that the most of them could tell you 
how many lines of engrossment could be put on a parch
ment rather than the number of animals that could be fed 
on an acre. Then we have another-a relation of the secre-

E 2 
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tary of the local Land League, if not exactly in his own 
district, certainly in a district not far from it. He gives 
his decision, and goes home to rest among his friends. I 
need not tell you what his bias is likely to be. Then we 
have a third-a man who in most oases is a professor taken 
from some Government seminary in the country. And these 
are the people we are to have our estates valued by. I 
need not detain you further on this subject. 

Colonel King-Harman referred to the county ce..,s. There 
is something more behind what he mentioned to you. It is 
the tax out of which comes the damages for malicious injuries; 
and if the tax be now ought to be_ put on the landlords, and 
taken off the tenants, why in future, when malicious injury is 
committed, unless the landlords take to burning their tenants' 
stack , the landlords themselves will have their own stacks 
burned, and will be called upon to pay for it. 

LORD DE FREYNE 

econded the resolution. He said-

! have great pleasure in seconding the resolution which has 
been so ably proposed, and which needs no words of mine to re
commend it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Tm~ EARL OF BELMORE. 

My Lords and Gentlemen, I have been asked to move the 
next resolution, and I do so with pleasure. It is as follows:-

"That copies of the foregoing resolutions be forwarded by 
the chairman to His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant and the 
Prime Minister, and that this meeting be now adjourned to a 
day to be hereafter fixed by the Executive Committee, by whom 
at least ten days' notice shall be given of the day on which such 
adjourned meeting shall be held." 

This is a resolution which, if I may venture to use the expres
sion, gives motive power to the other resolutions that have gone 
before it. In the speeches that we have all listened to with so 
much pleasure, our attenton has been called to the various points 
in the 1·esolutions in an able and exhaustive manner, and it will 
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not, therefore, be necessary for me to do more than to notice 
them in a very cursory way. Why is it that we are here to
day? Why is it that this great and closely-packed meeting is 
here to-day ? It is because we feel that we are brought face to 
face with a great national calamity. It is not merely because 
we feel that our own clas , the class that owns the land in Ire
land, is menaced, but also that the vital interests of those who 
are interested in land, the labourers and those who have to de
pend upon the landlord class, are menaced. And depend upon 
it if this class should be swept away other classes will suffer. 
If you destroy capital invested in land, it will be felt that 
capital otherwise invested will not be very secure, for capital, a 
we all know, is a very shy bird indeed. 

The passing of the Land Act through Parliament is suffi
ciently close for us all to remember what then occurred. ·w 
were distinctly assured by the Prime Minister, the Lord Chan
cellor, and others, that the average value of property would not 
be depreciated; on the contrary, it was affirmed that, owing to 
the greater security the Act would give for the payment of 
rents judicially fixed, it would be increased. But what do we 
now see? We see property in the Landed Estates Court almost 
absolutely unsaleable, and we see an average reduction of in
comes from land of 25 per cent. Lord Monok seems to think 
that 25 per cent. reduction is not very much to be grumbled at. 
25 per cent. of an average means a very much larger reduction 
in a great many cases: it means a reduction in many in-
tances below Griffith's valuation. We have heard ad nausemn 

what Griffith's valuation i . "\Ve know that it is a mere rating 
valuation, and that in various districts varying sums should be 
added to arrive at a fair rent. It is not my intention to say 
much about the Assistant-Commissioners. It is not a pleasant 
thing to deal in personalitie. , and I do not care to do it. But 
I must remind you that in all the discussions in Parliament on 
the question of fair rent we were always a smed that the rents 
would be fixed by the Head Commissioners themselves. It was 
not known at that time what the exact duties of the Assistant
Commissioners would be, for they were not clearly defined. 
What do we find now ? We find that the Head Commi. -
ioner have devolved upon the As istant-Commissioners the 
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whole of the duty in the first instance of fixing the rent. The 
Head Commissioners themselves were a ked, I believe, to try a 
few test cases, in order to give the public some idea of what the 
standard should be. They declined to do so, and left the mat
ter to be dealt with by the Sub-Commissioners. Mr. Mulhol
land, who, I am sorry, i prevented from being with us to-day, 
in a speech he made in the House of Commons with refereuce 
to the Sub-Commissioners, said that after all they could only 
be valuators, whereupon Mr. Glad tone informed him that the 
Assistant-Commissioners would not be valuators. We now see 
that they are valuators. And how do they arrive at a defi
nition of a fair rent ? In general terms, they go in for a re
duction of rent. Professor Baldwin has told us that they have 
some plan by which they arrived at a fair rent, but what that 
plan is he has not informed us. They appear to forget that 
the rent of the man who is owner of the land is a preferential 
charge upon it. They take into account the tenant's interest 
in the land, the expense of the management, and, if possible, 
the extent of the family ; and, after deducting all expenses 
from what they believe the land produces, they say what is 
left is the landlord's rent. I maintain that that is an entirely 
erroneous and false plan on which to proceed. 

We are all agreed that we are not here to pick holes in the 
Act itself. For my own part I may say that I never concealed 
my opinion that I thought the principle of the Land Court an 
erroneous principle. I do not see how you are to ascertain the 
value of anything unless by seeing what it will bring in the 
open market. We have passed a resolution calling upon the 
Head Commissioners to hear appeals at once, and to suspend the 
action of the Sub-Commis ioners until they have done so. 
There is one very unanswerable reason for that resolution. The 
actual money value of the reductions made in the rentals of all 
the estates from which tenants have come into court is, according 
to the returns we have heard, a little over £4000; and if com
pensation is to be provided, it will not amount to a very large 
sum. 

It seems to me that compensation may be based on two 
grounds-one ground is the actual value of the land-what 
would be a fair reut for it in the open market. Then there is 
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another ground, and that is the altered position which the work
ing of this Act has given to the landlords. An election has 
lately taken place in the county of Derry, and the Solicitor
General made a great many speeches at that election, with most 
of which I disagree. But he said one thing that I think is very 
true. He said, " The freehold in point of fact has passed to the 
tenant." I did not see the speech, but I saw a letter written by 
Sir Frederick Heygate upon that portion of it. Surely that 
alone is a ground for granting compensation. Then again, if 
the land is not to rise in value in the hands of the landlord, but 
to decrease for the next fifteen years, that also would be a good 
ground for compensation. I will not detain you any longer, and 
I therefore beg to move the resolution. 

COLONEL FFOLLIOTT. 

At this very late hour at which it is my privilege to address 
you, I intend to do little more than second the resolution. Very 
little-nothing, I may say-remains for me to state but this : I 
do say from the bottom of my heart that I congratulate your 
Grace and this great meeting upon the success which ha 
attended our proceedings. Probably never in the life of any one 
of us-certainly not in my own life-has there been held a 
meeting of such paramount importance as this. Some of us may 
have feared that the subject might not be treated in a manner 
worthy of it; but such fears have not been realized. There is 
not one man in this room who did not realize that the import
ance of this meeting was far beyond all party politics, and went 
down to the very foundations of civilization and liberty. We 
have met here men of all shades of politics, and we have heard 
not a word of party difference. We knew we were dealing with 
a matter of vast importance-the sacredness of private property 
-and once the sacredness of private property is destroyed, there 
is an end to civilization. 

Now, your Grace, when I speak of property, I do not allude 
to the property of the rich alone. The property of the poor man 
is as sacred to my eyes as the property of the rich man. The 
property of the poor Irish tenant-a class of people among 
whom I have lived all my life-the property of the poor Irish 
tenantry is a dear to me a. my mm. What I say is this, your 
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Grace, touch one class of private property, and you can never 
consider that any other class is safe. But we shall be told, pro
bably, to-morrow morning by some 0£ the papers, · that landed 
property is totally different from all other kinds of property. I 
do not deny that, but it so happens that property in land has 
been taken under the special guardian hip of the British 
Government. It has been taken specially under the protection 
of the British overnment in the way in which any other kind 
of property is taken under its prot ction. You remember how, 
through the Incumbered Estates Court, the British Government 
undertook to be salesmasters of privnfo property, and put for
ward splendid catching advertisements, a any salesmaster might 
do setting forth a rental, not at Griffith's valuation, but setting 
forth the letting value of the land, and adding in some cases
" At the falling in of a lease the rental of this property may be 
doubled." The British Government, acting as the salesmaster, 
did not say to those who purcha ed, "We offer you a certain 
rental, which never can be made less or greater." Still less did 
they sell with a condition added that this rental cannot be in
creased, but it may probably be reduced. If they had done 
that, probably not one purchaser would be found in the Landed 
Estates Court. What did happen? Why not only wealthy 
landlords, who wanted a bit of land that lay into their estates, 
but shopkeepers, who had accumulated money in neighbouring 
towns, went into the court and gave enormous prices for land to 
make provision for their families. Purchases at enormous prices 
were then made, and when the rentals are now being reduced 
there is an absolute and ju t claim for compensation. It seems 
to me impossible to deny that for one moment. It cannot be 
denied by any man of honour. It has been a principle always 
-in every civilized country-that what a man has inherited or 
what he has bought with his money is his absolute property, and 
cannot be taken from him without compensating him for it. 
The individual instance in which another kind of property was 
confiscated has been already referred to-the case of the slave
holders. It was very right to take away thefr property. I am 
not going to say that it is not just as right to take away the 
right of property in land from ns: perhaps it is; but there i 
some little difference in the two cases. The slaves were brought 
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from their native country under every circumstance of barbarity 
and horror that could possibly be imagined, and in defiance of 
every law human and divine; and when the British Government 
deprived the owners of those slaves of their property they paid 
them for the loss. Possibly there are persons in high po itions 
in England who, no doubt, 1 cture us from a very high moral 
po ition upon the enormity of being Iri h landlords and taking 
anything in the shape of rent, who have been enriched from 
the money compensation paid for those slaves. I think we 
have a right to see that men are not condemned to utter poverty 
for no other crime than that they had relied on the faith of the 
British Government. 

It is terrible to think that old people should be deprived of 
their all, and that young people shonld be deprived of their 
hopes of life for no fault of theirs. Is it too much to say qito
usque tandem-are we to go on enduring and seeing these hor
rors committed? I think we are entitled to know what is to be 
the mode and the measure of chastisement which is about to be 
inflicted upon us, of whom the Prime Minister has said that we 
have been tried and had been acquitted. We have been called 
the garri on of this country, and some approve of our holding 
that position, and hope that we will remain so. Well, we are a 
garrison, no doubt, bU:t this is not the only country that requires a 
ganison. Does not every civilized, well-ordered country require 
a garrison of well-disposed, honest, right-minded men? There 
was no civilized country that could possibly exist without such. 
Then, why are we twitted by so many with being "the garri
son " in this country ? The reason is, that the garrison is small, 
that our sentry duties are too numerous, and our fatigue duties 
too heavy. That is the reason we are spoken of as a little gar
rison with contempt. Yes, we are a small garrison ; but I 
hope we shall do our duty while we are here. Why is it that 
the garri on is not larger ? I could answer that question, but 
it would involve a matter of politics, and I will therefore refrain. 
The garrison might be larger-three or four times larger-and 
the aim of all good statesmen should be, not to depress honest, 
well-disposed, law-abiding men. If they are small in number 
do not for that reason treat them with contempt or turn them 
out of the country altogether. If they are too small, he would 
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say to the Government, rather "endeavour to make them larger 
-do not depress the orderly and well-disposed men upon 
whom you depend-do not encourage those who would destroy 
the garrison altogether."-Those issues are not in our hands, 
but I rejoice to say that going from this meeting we can all 
think that if our present rulers are determined that this little 
garrison of law-abiding and moral men-and I speak of no one 
religion or class, but all Roman Catholics and Protestants, 
tenants and landlords, shopkeepers, and merchants, all honest 
men of whatever class or creed-if the Government are deter
mined to depress or destroy us they cannot now, thank God, 
do so without having received a dignified and solemn protest 
from this meeting. 

SIR GEORGE COLTHURST. 

My Lord Duke and Gentlemen, I have had intrusted 
to my hands what to me is a mo t pleasing task. I have 
been asked to convey to your Grace the warmest and most 
sincere thanks of this great meeting for your able and judi
cious conduct in the chair. And now, gentlemen, late as 
it is, I hope you will excuse my pointing out to you that 
there are two ways of giving thanks. You can cheer, and 
you can go away and forget all about it ; but, if you want 
to make the thank-offering really worthy of you who give, 
and worthy of him who receives, you must take a lesson 
from this meeting. We have met here to-day from all parts 
of Ireland-north, south, east, and west-and cannot we, 
the gentlemen of Ireland, take a lesson from our opponents 
and organize and combine. We are having hard times just 
now : our opponents, aye and our candid friends, accuse us 
of apathy and want of energy-even of cowardice. Gentle
men, let your answer to that be in deeds and not in words. 

Even now, if at the eleventh hour the landlords of Ire
land could join in one common bond of union ; if ignoring 
all personal interests, postponing, or perhaps sunendering 
theiT favourite amusements, they would work for the welfare
aye the very existence of the class to which they belong
at all events, if we are to pass away, if our name is to be 
no more known in the land, no man could shame us by 
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saying that we behaved like cowards. You may easily cavil 
at the advice I give, becau e of the youth and inexperience 
of the speaker; but forgive me for urging on you at this 
dark moment the necessity of working for your elves. Can
not you join those organizations; cannot you try to help 
yourselves, instead of calling out to others? And I believe 
from the bottom of my heart, if you are united, we have 
a chance of winning the battle which i waged against us; 
but, if divided, there is nothing left but to fall. 

LORD RATHDONNELL. 

I have great pleasure in seconding this resolution, and 
I only hope that the voice of this meeting will sound 
through the length and breadth of the land, and that the 
words spoken here may really and truly bring home to the 
British public the determination of the landlords of Ireland 
that they are not going to be put down by any Government 
without making a struggle for their rigths. 

The motion was passed with acclamation. 

The EARL of DoNOUGHl\IORE called for three cheers for the 
DuKE of ABERCORN. 

The call was right heartily responded to, the entfre audience 
rising, and cheering most enthusiastically for several minutes. 
When silence had been restored-

THE DUKE OF ABEROORN 

spoke as follows :-

My Lords and Gentlemen, allow me to return you my 
grateful thanks for the honour you have done me, and for 
the favourable view you have been pleased to take of my 
poor services in the Ohair. I am conscious myself that I 
hardly deserve that approval, but I hold that every man in the 
present distracted state of the country is bound to do whatever 
in him lies for the protection of the rights of property and the 
maintenance of law and order. In doing this he is doing no 
more than he is bound in duty to do. Before sitting down 
I would again beg to return you my most grateful thanks 
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for the kind manner in which you have supported me to-day 
in the Ohair, and for the way the meeting has united to carry 
out our proceedings to a successful and useful issue. 

As the proceedings of the meeting terminated, the powerful 
tones of the organ were heard in the music of the National 
Anthem, which was sung by the audience, standing. 
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Tm~ following is the petition refened to in the proceedings, 

and which was signed in the hall by a large number of those 
attending:-

"PETITION 

"TO HER MO 'T GR.AC.:IOU .. l\fAJE TY THE QUEEN. 

" The Humble Petition of the undersigned Landowners and 
others interested in the Land in Ireland-

"Hui\IBI.Y SHEWETH, 

" That we, while exp1·essing om unalterable attachment and 
devotion to your Majesty and to the Constitution of the i·ealm, 
and om· readiness, as loyal subjects, to submit to the provision 
of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, observe with alarm that that 
measure is being at present administered in a manner at 
variance with the pledge given by its promoters, that it would 
not diminish the value or distu~ the foundations of property, 
and contrary to the a surances on the faith of which Parliament 
was advised not to provide compensation. 

"That while we are convinced that the position, antecedents, 
experience, and status of the Assistant-Commissioners should be · 
such as to insure the impartial and judicial exercise of their 
functions, and to command the confidence of suitors and of the 
public; we respectfully represent to your Majesty that, in many 
of the appointments by which these offices have been filled the 
above considerations appear to have been overlooked. 
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"That we most respectfully pray your Majesty's gracious 
attention to the action of the Assistant-Commissioners, inasmuch 
as we observe that in determining what is a fair rent they 
appear to rest their decisions mainly upon their own cursory in
spection of the lands, during hurried visits in the depths of 
winter ; that, contrary to the practice of all other oomts, they 
fail to state the grounds of their judgments, thus doing great 
injustice to parties who may desire to appeal against their deci
sions; that, while it is presumed, and has been stated by some 
of them, that they are guided by certain definite principles, 
they have abstained from announcing what those principles are, 
and they proceed as if they were bound to make an indiscrimi
nate reduction of rents. 

"That we respectfully represent to your Majesty that, owing 
to the aforesaid unexpected reduction of rents, many landowners 
in Ireland are threatened with ·sudden aud immediate ruin ; 
while the security of mortgagees, inoumbrancers, and others 
depending for their income upon landed property, is seriously 
affected, and in some oases entirely destroyed. 

"We therefore humbly beseech your Majesty to take such 
steps, in conjunction with yoUl' Maj esty's responsible advisers, 
as may relieve your petitioners from the calamity with which 
they are menaced. 

"And your Majesty's petitioners, as in duty bound, will 
ever pray." 
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MEMORANDUM: 

-
Tms Association was formed in the month of December, 1880, 
with the following objects:-

To aid Landlords : by effecting service of Writs in cases of 
fraudulent combination to withhold payment of rents ; by insuring 
purchasers for goods to be sold under Decrees, where otherwise 
no purchasers could be had through intimidation ; by procuring 

Tenants for, or otherwise utilizing evicted premises now lying waste 
in various parts of the country. 

To aid Tenant Farmers : by insuring purchase of goods otherwise 
unsaleable through combination; by procuring labourers, herds, 
and other farm servants, at ordinary wages where those previously 
employed have left their service through intimidation. 

To aid shopkeepers: by giving legal assistance, and protection 
against hostile combination. · 

To aid labourers: by affording such protection as may be 
possible to those desirous of remaining in employments which they 
have been warned to leave. 

And to aid those whom local tradespeople refuse to supply; 
by sending to such persons goods, etc., at market price. 

Persons desirous of further information, or wishing to be emolled 

as Members, are requested to communicate with the Secretary, 

4, Henrietta Street, Dublin, in order that their names may be 
submitted at the next meeting of the Committee. 

9" Cheques should be crossed Messrs. BALL and Co., and made 

payable to PETER MARSHALL, Secretary. 

4, f!ENRIETT.A STREET, DUBLIN, 

7th December, 188t. 



PROPERTY DEFENCE ASSOCIATION. 

REPORT. 

THE Committee, in presenting to the Members and Sub

scribers of the Property Defence Association, their Second 

Annual Report, do not consider it advisable to go into so 

great detail as they did in their Report last year. That 

being their First Report, it was necessary to go at con

siderable length into the causes which led to the formation 

of the Association and its method. of working, showing 

great and satisfactory results e:ff ected through the medium 

of an organization, put together as the occasion arose 

under great pressure of work, and entirely without 

precedent. 

It was to be expected that an organization, constructed 

under such circumstances, should present some imperfec

tions, and require reconstruction and adaptation as defects 

showed themselves. Accordingly, shortly after the General 

Meeting, the Committee gave their serious attention to 

this subject, and decided that the whole of their staff 
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should be placed under a Director, who should be respon

sible to them for the working of every department. The 

post was offered to and accepted by Captain Maxwell, the 

Committee being confident that from the admirable way 

in which he had discharged the duties of the Executive 

Department, he would be the best person to be entrusted 

wiJ;h the control of the whole of their organization. 

The result has fully justified their expectations. 

The Director's Report (appended hereto) contains full 

details of the w01·k done during the past twelve months, 

and shows that the work undertaken last year has been 

fully carried out, though not always in the same way. 

Thus, for instance, the Committee have not themselves 

undertaken the saving of crops, buthave furnished labourers 

and machinery to employers who, except in certain special 

cases, have paid for their hire. In consequence of the suc

cess of your Aesociation, the Director's report is, with some 

exceptions, deficient in the striking and interesting details 

which occurred when there was greater resistance. 

Under the new arrangement the valuable services of 

Mr. Goddard were retained, by giving him the post of 

Legal Director, in which capacity he has continued to 

render that assistance which has proved of such value to 

the Association from its commencement. 

The reform of the Administrative Department is a 

matter entirely within the scope and power of your Com

mittee, but they are of opinion that the terms and condi

tions of Membership should be reconsidered. This being 
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a matter beyond their control, a resolution to carry it into 

effect will be presented to you. 

Your Committee, in its previous Report, made an urgent 

appeal for funds to enable them to carry out the objects 

of the Association, but the response to this was hardly 

what might have been expected, and it would have been 

impossible for your Committee to have done all they have, 

but for the generous assistance afforded them through the 

medium of the London Mansion House Committee for the 

Defence of Property in Ireland, from which they received 

£13,000, as stated in the audited accounts now laid before 

you. 

Your Committee had found it necessary last year to 

increase the amount of charges for services rendered by 

the Agents of the Association, but on receipt of funds from 

the London Mansion House Committee, they reduced 

them ; in view, however, of a possible diminution of 

income, they have lately thought it necessary to consider 

the advisability of again raising them. 

With a view to the economical administration of the 

funds entrusted to them, your Committee have taken new 

offices in Henrietta Street, where the reserve men can be 

lodged, (at a cost of 7 5 per cent. less than under the former 

arrangement), horses stabled, and carts and implements 

stored. Previous to this the reserve men were lodged at 

an hotel at a very heavy cost. 

Your Committee find it difficult to make a close estimate 

of their requirements; but they have no hesitation in ask-
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ing for your continued support, otherwise they would be 

obliged to part with tried and efficient officers, when 

perhaps at no distant date they may have need of their 

services, and make other reductions which must seriously 

cripple the working of the Association. It is needless to 

remark, that if a defensive organization such as ours should 

be given up, we may bitterly regret it when too late. 

COURTOWN, Chairman. 
4, H.BNRIETTA STREET, 

Dublin, 'ltli Dec. 1882. 
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DIRECTOR'S REPORT. 

---
To the Right Honorable the Earl of Oourtown, Chairman 

of the Property Defence Association. 

MY LORD, 

It is my duty to lay before you a report of t.ae 

work performed by the Property Defence Association 

during the past year, and I think tho simplest course will 

be for mo to submit for your consideration a copy of the 

report furnished by me for the information of the Right 

Hon. the Lord Mayor of London, and the Mansion House 

Committee, and adopted by them at their meeting held 

upon tho 7th of November, 1882. 

Since that date no case requmng any special 

comment has come before me, and I shall therefore make 

no supplementary statement further than that from the 

1st of December, 1881, to 30th of November, 1882, the 

total amount performed has been as follows :-

25'7 Writs and Notices served, 

222 Sherill's Sales attended, 

660 Caretakers supplied for Farms, 

226 Bailiffs to assist at Seizures, &c., 

324: Labourers for "boycotted" Farmers. 
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I think my report will shew that I consider the 

necessity for our organization in no way diminished. 

Tho work performed during the yoar 1882 has been 

greater even than during the previous year, and had it 

not been for the assistance rendered by the London 

Mansion House Committee, our means would have como 

far short of our requirements. \Vhether we shall receive 

any further assistance from that quarter depends entirely 

upon the amount of ~ubscriptions paid in this country. 

The English people have no intention of coming to the 

aid of those in Ireland who are suffering from the present 

condition of affairs, unless they are given practical proof 

that those persons are doing their utmost to help them

selves. It is the intention of the Committee to submit for 

your approval a new regulation by which no assistance 

except under most exceptional circumstances will be 

given to those who have not subscribed something more 

than the mere nominal sum which at present entitles an 

individual to all the rights of membership. 

I will not trespass upon your time further than to 

submit the report already made to the Mansion House 

Committee, trusting that it will meet with your approval. 

Your obedient servant, 

SOMERSET H. MAXWELL, 

Directo1· P.D.A. 



PROPERTY DEFENCE ASSOCIATION, 

4, HENRIETTA STREET, DUBLIN, 

November 4th, 188.~. 

MY LORD MAYOR, MY LORDS, AND GENTLEMEN, 

I have the honour to submit for your consideration 
my Report of the work that has been carTied on in Ireland 
by the Property Defence Association from the 1st January 
to tho 31st October, 1882. 

I have prepared for yom information-
1st. A return which sets forth in numerical order every 

case of the 617 in which application for assistance has 
been received between the dates above mentioned, and 
shows the name of the applicant in each instance, the 
nature and date of application, and, finally, the manner in 
which each case was dealt with by the As ociation, and 
the ultimate result of its operations. 

2nd. A statement showing the actual cost of each of the 
cases above alluded to, -v it4 a supplementary statement of 
the cost of those cases in which application was received 
previous to the 1st January, 1882, but which have been 
either partially or entirely carried out since that date. 

3rd. An abstract of work done, by which it appears that 
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since the 1st January last, 122 sales of farms, and 83 sales 
of cattle have been attended by agents of the Association ; 
622 caretakers, 320 labourers, and 216 bailiffs have been 
supplied; and 257 writs served or posted. 

This abstract also shows an amount of £38,702 17s. 6d. 
as having been r alised in various ways, but I must ask you 
to bear in mind that this amount only represents the in
stances in which I have been able to procure accurate and 
reliable information as to the sum recovered at the time of 
sale or seizure, and contains no estimate, either of sums 
recovered in which no definite report as to the amount was 
received, or of those instances in which the recovery of a 
comparatively small amount at the time of action has been 
the signal for cessation of resistance, and consequent pay
ment of rent throughout most probably a large district. 

It would be impos ible for the Association to carry out 
its undertakings with efficacy and expedition without the 
maintenance of a considerable number of agents and 
labourers, not only at headquarters, but a.lso at different 
depots throughout the country; by these means assistance 
can be rendered upon the shortest notice, and with that 
promptness which is in many cases ssential to success; 
and further, each important district is placed under the care 
of a trusted agent, who is r sponsible for the welfare of the 
men, and for the proper performance of their duties. 

The accompanying statement will show the number of 
those depots with the cost of maintaining them. 

The only other return I have considered it necessary to 
prepare is the balance sheet of the A sociation, showing 
the total amounts received from all sources from the 1st 
January to 31st October, 1882, and the expenditure classed 
under the different heads of office expenses, wages, &c., 
during the same period. 

I now pass on to the actual work done during the past ten 
months, and will explain, as briefly as possible, its general 
character, and the various conditions under which the assist
ance of the Association has been sought, selecting from each 
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class of cases one or two which I may consider either as 
typical of the majority, or as deserving notice for some 
special reason. 

The cases the Association have had to deal with may be 
classed under five principal heads. 

1st. Procuring sale for farm produce or other goods 
which, owing to the practice known as boycotting, their 
owners have been unable to di po e of locally. 

2nd. Providing agents to attend at Sheriffs' sales of cattle, 
or tho interest of tenants in their farms, which would have 
been abortive but for the presenc of a bidder to force the 
tenants ither to pay their lawful debt , or to e their pro
perty bought and carried a way before their eyes. 

3rd. Supplying caretakers for farms which the Land 
League had decreed should lie wa te, and which, but for 
their presence, would eith r become a ommon, trespassed 
upon from all sides, or el e be utilised by the evicted tenant, 
who, comfortably installed in a neighbour's house, or Land 
League hut, would graze his attle, cut his corn, and set 
landlord, agent, and all the machinery of the law at defiance. 

4th. Supplying labourers. In many instances indivi
duals, for acting indepen 1cntly and refusing to obey the 
law of the Land League, have been placed under its ban, 
and have been unable to procure labourers to save their 
crops. Tue edict had gone forth that the latter should rot 
in the ground, and such is the terror inspired by the means 
used by the agents of the Land League to enforce their 
orders, that money would not procure men in the neigh
bourhood daring enough to disobey them. 

The Property Defence Association is in a po ition, by sup
plying labourers at short notice in any part of Ireland, to 
checkmate the dishonest and lawless in their effort to starve 
others into submission to their commands, and to render 
harmless the once cheadcd weapon of boycotting. 

5th. Supplying bailiffs. Sheriffs and officers of the law 
would find it impossible to carry out their operations without 
the assistance of experienced and fearless men, such as the 

* 
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Property Defence Association has at its disposal. Seizures 
of stock, crops, &c., had become an impossibility in many 
parts of the country owing to the combination that existed, 
and the rapidity with which stock, or even crops could be 
removed, upon the Sheriff's approach being heralded in the 
usual manner by the blowing of horns, ringing of bells, &c. 
Without men to assist him in the execution of his duties 
the Sheriff would have been an object of ridicule, and the 
arm of the law completely paralysed. 

The first class of cases, viz., the disposal of boycotted 
goods, is one that has almost disappeared. 

During the first year of the xistence of the Association 
numerous applications were received for assistance to dis
pose of farm produce and other goods, such as butter, corn, 
fruit, &c., which, for the reasons alluded to above, their 
owner had been unable to sell at the local fairs and markets. 
Such was the organization then existing in the country that 
immediately upon the cart, or stock, of a boycotted farmer 
appearing at a fair or market, the wonl was passed round, 
a watch set upon them, and not a man would be found dar
ing enough to make an offer. I have even known instances 
where, after a bargain had been completed, the intending 
purchaser, upon receiving intimation that the seller was a 
boycotted man, precipitately withdrew and refused to pay 
the money or take the goods. 

·when, however, it b came generally known that there 
was an Association in Dublin ready to a sist farmers, or 
others who were unable to find local sale, and that through 
its assistance, the boycotted was enabled to procure higher 
prices in the Dublin markets than the boycotter could ex
pect from the country dealers (which latter were then the 
only sufferers), the practice was deprived of most of its 
terrors, and is now but seldom resorted to. I haYe no 
hesitation in saying that this happy result is mainly due to 
the existence of organizations such as our , and that were 
they to cease it would soon be found that one of the earliest 
lessons of the Land League is by no means forgotten. 



15 

The second class of cases, viz., the attendance of an 
agent at Sheriffs' sales, calls for no very particular comment· 

A refractory tenant's chattels are seized under a writ of 
fl. fa,., and advertised for sale, which sale, in tho absence of 
an agent of the Association, ends in the tenant returning 
with his goods and the landlord with01.it hi ·rent. As a rule, 
however, no sale is hold without tho presence of on of our 
agents, and the result is, in most cases, tho surr nder of tho 
tenant and the vindication of th rights of property. 

It may bo worth mentioning that out of the eighty-three 
sales of cattle attended this year by our agents, in only five 
or six have the tenants allowed them to become tho pur
chasers, thus showing that it was the will and not the 
ability that was wanting to pay their debts. 

In tho third class, viz., that of caretakers, we have at 
this moment 239 in our employment. Th y occupy victed 
farms in parties of from two to si.r m n, occasionally by one 
man, whose duty is to guard tho lands from tre pass, and 
keep the fences in repair. The e duties are often most 
harassing, and attended with con iclerable danger. Tho men 
have occasionally been :fired at on two occasions the hou es 
have been burnt over their heads, and at all times their 
duties are attended with no ordinary amount of privation 
and discomfort. I would call your special attention to 
three examples of this class of case, which have occurred 
during the current year. 

On the 9th of July, in the neighbourhood of Killarney, a 
caretaker in the employment of the Earl of Kenmare was 
shot, and the terror was so great that no one would go near 
the farm. Application was made to the Association, and 
upon the 21st July two men were sent down to the locality 
where they still remain under police protection. Particulars 
of the outrage appeared in the newspapers and attracted 
notice at the time, and the moral effect of the arrival of 
our caretakers, and their residence in such a district, is 
stated to be very con iderable. 

I will quote another case in this class, which will show in 
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mean to put tho law in force and to seize his property; 
should any one known to be in communication with the 
landlord, agent, or Sheriff be seen in the vicinity of his 
farm, tho word is passed round, and upon the slightest sign 
of anything partaking of the nature of an expedition, or 
party of bailiffs, the stock are driven off the lands, and 
removed to some neighbour's farm (whose occupier is per
fectly prepared to swear th y are his), where they are kept 
until the baffled Sheriff with his accompanying escort have 
returned from their bootless errand, and the exulting 
tenant keeps his rent in his pocket, and in triumph drives 
his cattle back upon his farm. 

All this was known to, and taken into consideration by, 
Mr. Gibson, the agent of the Association to whom was en
trusted the conduut of (Mr. Percival's) Case No. 415. 
Major 'Tanner, the agent of tho estate, had received a 
special warrant from the Sheriff, and was to act for him on 
the occasion, and with Mr. Gibson planned the expedition. 

No one in connection with the landlord, agent, or Sherill 
was seen in the neighbourhood for some day previous, but 
at two on the morning of the 3 lst August, Major Tanner, 
accompanied by Mr. Gibson, arrived upon the lands, whore 
they were joined in about a quarteT of an hour by fifteen 
men, who drnpped in one by one, having proceeded accord
ing to ord r from the different stations through tho country 
where they were acting as caretakers, one man being 
withdrawn from each post for the time being. 

The party then proceeded to surround the cattle in the 
fields, and to guard very outlet by which they could be 
driven away should the tidings arrive of the approach of the 
military and police, who wore timed to arrive at four A.M. 

They then collected the outlying stock and drove them 
into the field which was their base of operations, so that, on 
the arrival of the protection party, they were ready for an 
immediate start, which was accordingly made, and every 
head of cattle seized was safely lodged in the pound before 
owners their knew that they were off their lands, 
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The immediate result of this stroke was the recovery of 
£184 19s. 7d., and the effect which it has produced in the 
neighbourhood is most remarkable. One of the worst 
districts in Tipperary is now peaceable, and the tenants 
having been thoroughly out-manoouvred and beaten are 
disposed to show a more friendly spirit towards the agent 
of the property and the employes of the Property Defence 
Association. 

In addition to the above case, Mr. Gibson has been suc. 
cessful in carrying out other seizures in the same county, 
and equally satisfactory results have attended the efforts 
of Mr. Spunner, another agent, who is in charge of the 
depot at Now Pallas, County Limerick. 

Case 557 may require some explanation. 
The plaintiff was a lady named Russell, and the defen

dant a market gardener near Limerick, who, being a leading 
member of the Land League, had refused to pay his rent. 
His chattels were seized, and a considerable number of 
plants, &c., bought by tho lady, which the tenant defied 
her to remove. She accordingly applied to the Association, 
who sent men, horses, and carts, removed the purchased 
goods, pa0ked them in train for Dublin, and left the dupe 
of the Land League lamenting the folly which had induced 
him to allow property to the value of £80 to be sold for 
£10. 

'I.1he above few examples, selected from out the great 
number of cases we have been engaged in carrying out, 
will, I trust, be sufficient to satisfy you of the valuable work 
the Association has been, and is, doing in the cause of law 
and order in Ireland. Tho continued, I may almost say 
unvarying, success which has attended its movements has 
created for it a certain prestige which has had the effect of 
making its opponents more and more unwilling to come to 
a trial of strength with it. In every case where such has 
been attempted the cause of law and order ha come off 
victorious, and the fiercer the struggle the more important 
the victory. 
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The necessity for the continuance of the Association is 
evident to all who are acquainted with the true state of 
affairs in Ireland, and are anxious to see her freed from those 
evil influences which during the last three years have been 
crippling her resources, demoralising her people, and para
lysing her trade. Much of the power to harm has been 
removed through the existence of such institutions as ours, 
but the will remains, and were those institutions to dis
appear, I have no doubt but that boycotting and resistance 
to the law would revive with redoubled vigour. 

The sums which, owing to the energy, ability, and public 
spirit shown by your Lordship and your Committee, have 
been so generously subscribed by the English people, have 
enabled our Association to give assistance upon a mnch 
larger and more liberal scale than we otherwise should have 
been in a position to do, and, furthermore, have shown the 
disaffected and disloyal that our proceedings have been 
stamped with the mark of approval by a large section of 
the English nation, and by the chief magistrate of the 
richest and most powerful city in the world. 

In conclusion, on my own behalf, as well as on that of 
the loyal people of Ireland with whom I have come in con
tact, I beg to assure your lordship and the members of the 
Mansion House Committee that the sympathy you have 
shown with our cause, and the noble efforts you have made 
on our behalf, will make your name, already justly 
celebrated for acts of benevolence and philanthropy, 
remembered with gratitude by those for whose assistance 
you established a fund for the Defence of Property in 
Ireland. 

Your obedient servant, 

SOMERSET H. MAXWELL, 

Di,.cctor, Property Defence Association. 



Property Defence Association, I re land . 

.Abstract of T?·easurer's Account oj the Association fo1· the yea1· ended 30th November, 188~. 

Balance from last Account 
To Amount of Subscriptions, and Donations, 

Contributed by Mansion House Committee, 
London 

of Payments for Se.rvices rendered 
realized by Sale of Cattle ... 

by Sundries 

£ 
493 

16,370 

13,000 
5,I77 

727 
264 

s. d. 
I 

17 

0 0 
4 0 

4 5 
2 3 

~isbur1mmnfs. 

ADMI ISTRATIVE DEPARTMENT:
Director and Legal Director's Salaries 
Secretary, Accountant, Clerks, &c. ,, 
Rent, Taxes, Furniture, Fuel, and Gas 
Newspapers and Advertisements 
Printing, Postage, and Stationery 
Car Hire and Incidental Expenses 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTME T :
Superintendent and Clerks' Salaries 
Agents, Caretakers', and Labourers' 

Wages 
Board 
Travelling Expenses 

,, Bedding & Cooking 'Cten ils 
Car Hire, and Incidental Expenses 
Miscellaneous Charges 

GE RAL EXPEJ:\SES :-
Cattle purchased 
Machinery, Plant, and Tools 
Legal Charges 

Balance to Credit ... 

£ s. d. 
1,086 6 8 

400 IO IO 
636 9 IO 

73 0 9 
223 17 IO 
96 6 8 

-----
496 0 0 

15, 782 7 4 
8,484 5 8 
3,421 I 

422 17 I 
239 0 6 

1,62I 12 
-----

1,186 6 5 
1,393 17 4 

154 19 6 
-----

£ s. d. 

2,516 12 7 

2,735 3 3 

36,032 8 10 

We have aud£ttd the Accounts of the Property Difeuce Association from the 1st December, 1881, to the 30th November, 1882. We find the total 
receipts, including the balance of £493 ls. ld. from last year a11102mt to £36,032 8s. 10d., and the expenditure far the same pe1 iod to ~35, 718 19s. 7d., 
leaving a balance o/ .£3i3 9s. Sd., to the credit oj the Association. The accounts have been kept w£th gnat accuracy, and the sevtral details laid bif,we 
tis are perfectly satisfactory. GEO. WOODS MA UNSELL, 

6th December, 1882. JAMES STEW ART KINCAID. 



THE PROPERTY DEFENCE ASSOCIATIO 
IRELAND. 

LIST OF SUBSCRIBERS, 
(For the Yewr commencing 1 t December, 1881, and endfog 30th of 

Novembm·, 1882.) 

£ s. d. :1\lANSION HOUSE COMMIT'.l'EE, LONDON 13,000 0 0 CAVAN BRAN H 
50 0 0 CORK 

800 0 0 
DONEGAL L AND CO.M1\HTTEE 

150 0 0 DUBLIN BRANCH 
420 0 0 GALWAY 

KILDARE 
75 0 0 

LONGFORD 
70 0 0 
40 0 0 .MO TAGHAN 

" 100 0 0 SHILLELAGH ,, 
10 0 0 TIPPERARY-S. R. BRA JCH 

400 0 0 WEXFORD BRANCH 
17 15 0 WICKLOW 

800 0 0 

NOTE-The names of the Contrib11tors of the above sums were not supplied. 

£ s. d. 
Abbott, Samuel 1 1 0 
Aliercorn, Duke of . . . . . 112 10 0 
Abercromby, Sir Robert, Bart. 23 10 0 
Acheson, Mrs. 5 0 0 
Acton, Colonel Hampden 2 0 0 
Acton, William 5 0 O 
Alcock, Col. H. 5 0 O 
Alcock, E. V., J .P. 2 0 0 
Alcorn, James G. ... 1 0 0 
Aldworth, A. E. H. 4 0 0 
Alexander, Rev. C. L. 1 10 0 

Alexander, Samuel 
Allen, Richard 
Ambrose, J. & C. 
Anderson, J. W. 
Anderson, William 
Anderson, W. 
Andrews & Co. 
Apjobn, Dr. 
Ardilaun, Lord 
Armitage, l\lrs. Harriet 
Armstrong, Captain J amcson 

£ s. d. 
5 0 0 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 

21 0 0 
3 0 0 
2 0 0 
5 0 0 
5 0 0 

332 19 8 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 



LI T OF SUBSCRIBERS. 

Armstrong, Captain W. 
A rm strong, Col. 
Armstrong, Edw,1rd M., J .P. 
Armstrong, F. Henry 
Armstrong, Il. B. . .. 
A rm trong, Major Thos. P. St. G. 
Armstrong. R. 0. 
Ashbrook, Vi ·couut 
A htown, Lady 
Atkinson, Hev. Dr. 
Atkinson, Tho ·. R. D . 
Arthur, Augu ·tus 
Bagenal, 8. F. 
Bagge, J . I I. 
Baily, Edward 
Haily, Miss Florence 
Haily, !\'Ir . Susan 
Baker, Godfrey J. 
Baldwin, Mis E. F. 
Ball, H. :\I., J.P. 
Hall, l\ lrs. Knox 
Bantry, }(arl of 
Barnes, W. A., J.P. 
Barron, .· ir Heury P. T., Bart. 
Barry, St. Lr~er 
Barton, Major II. L ., D.L. 
Bateson, John 
Bath, Marquis of 
Bateson, Sir Thomas, Bart. 
Barton, I~ F. 
Barton, . K. 
Barton, l\1is A. . F. 
Harton, ~liss Anna S. 
B1rtrum, ' ir !':. 
Burnwa1l. t ' harl es 
Barry, K R. C. 
Bayly D. A. 
Bayley, Edwanl 
B:-1yly, .John 
Bayly, R. W. 
B. C. ,(131-51i -2) 
Beami ·h, Franci 
Beamish, llemy B. 
Bl'atty, .Mrs. I'. 
Becher, l\Jrs .. J. D. 
Bedford, I Juke of 
Belfour, B. F. , Heps. of late 
Bellew, Lord 
Bellew, Sir Hen ry Grattan 
Bellingh<1m, Hev. W. C. 
B nnett, Arthur 
He1111 ett, Frnncis Val. 
Ben yon, I< ichard 
Bernard, Mrs. 
Beta (103-018-2) 
Bevington, J. B. 
lliddulph, Mrs. 
Bigger, Eastwood 
B. J. (95-250-2) 

£ s. d. 
5 15 0 
l lG 6 
9 12 0 
7 0 0 

Hi 10 0 
3 ti 0 
2 0 0 

iii> 0 0 
27 0 0 

5 0 0 
8 5 () 

10 0 0 
6 0 0 
5 0 0 

10 10 u 
5 0 0 

30 0 0 
2 3 0 
2 5 0 
5 0 0 
5 0 0 

100 0 0 
3 () 0 

22 0 0 
10 f> 0 
iiO 0 0 

3 3 0 
100 0 0 

5 () 0 
5 5 0 
1 17 0 

15 0 0 
20 0 0 

1 1 0 
5 0 0 
1 
3 0 

;;o o 
1l 0 

3 II 

0 
0 
0 
0 

5 
10 

1 
2 
3 

0 lJ 
0 () 
1 9 

10 0 
0 

100 u () 
14 fl 0 
24 0 0 
10 II 0 
2 0 0 

10 0 0 
10 0 0 
50 0 0 

1 5 () 
1 0 0 

10 10 0 
4 0 0 
1 0 0 
5 0 0 

Blacker, Rev. Canon 
Blacker, William 
Blacker-Douglas, St. Jn. T., D.L. 
Illackwood, Hans :-i. 
Blennerhai-;sett, .John 
Bligh, Msjor F. 
Blood, William Bindon 
Bolger, F. 
Bolster, Rev. R. C. 
Bolton, C. A. 
Bond, Rev. T. H. 
Bonham, 1ajor Francis 
Horrer, Dawson 
Borrowes, Lt.-Col. Walter J. 
Borrowes, Sir Erasmus D., B11rt. 
Bouverie, P. P. 
Bosworth, William 
Bowen, E. F. 
llovd, ,John 
Boyle, Richard 
Boyse, Capt. H. A. 
Brabazon, Lord 
Brady, C. Cornwall ... 
Brady, J ames, M. D. 
Bramley, W. J. 
Brewster, Robert A. Fren h 
Bridges, Hev. T. P. 
Brisco, Ed ward 
Brisco, Hev. Francis 
Brooke, "ir Wm. De apell, Bart 
Brooke, Capt. H. V. 
Brooke, George F. 
Browell, Rev. J. 
Browne, George Garde 
Brown, Gilliman 
Brown, J11mes 
Browne, John G. 
Browne, Lord .John 
Browne, R. H. 
Bruen, ){t. Hon. H. 
Brush, G. 
Brush, Mrs. General 
B. . (21-88-3) 
Bryan, L. A., Estate of, per :\1rs. 

G. P. Bryan 
Bryslop, Mrs. 
Buckley, athaniel 
Rudj!eon, Thoma · .J., J.P. 
Bunbury, Hon. J. W. McClintock 
Bnnbnry, II. M. 
Bunhury, Mrs. Col. ... 
Banbury, ilJrs. V. 
Bur.bur.\', l<ev. Sir ,John R., Bt. 
Rurroughs, E. H ., Q. C. 
Burke, Oominick F .... 
Burton, Sir Charles, Bart. 
Bury, Charles M. 
Butcher, S. H. 
Butler, Jame 

23 

£ s. d 
12 lO 0 

5 0 0 
35 0 0 
10 0 0 

2 0 0 
5 0 0 
5 0 0 
5 0 0 
1 0 0 
7 0 0 
1 0 0 

14 4 6 
1 0 0 
1 0 0 

13 0 0 
20 0 0 
50 0 0 

3 5 0 
1 0 0 
l 0 0 

10 0 0 
llO 0 0 

3 8 0 
5 0 0 
5 0 0 

60 0 0 
9 0 0 
5 0 0 
l 0 0 

10 0 0 
5 0 0 

27 7 G 
5 0 0 
6 10 0 
l .. 0 
5 0 0 
2 0 0 

10 0 0 
2 2 0 

50 0 0 
35 0 0 
JO 10 0 
5 0 0 

21 10 0 
] 0 0 
5 0 0 

11 0 0 
10 0 0 
7 2 4 
5 0 0 
1 0 0 
5 0 0 
3 0 0 
1 10 0 

10 0 0 
2 10 0 
5 0 0 
3 0 0 
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Butler, Lord ,James 
Butler, l\lrs. Mary 
Hu tier, Sir Thos. P., Bart. 
Byrne, Edward A., J.P. 
Byrne, ,James A. 
Byrne, John 
Cairnes, Thos. P., J.P. 

allinan, P. ~1. 
'nn<ly & o., harles 

Cannon, J. W., J.P. 
Carbery, Lord 
Carden, Andrew i\1. 
Carden, Col. IL D. 

arden, Sir John C., Bart. 
Carew, Hobert Thomas 

arleton, 1\1 rs. Perry 
Carlingford, Lord 
Carnegie, H. Lind ay 

artcr, Henry T. 'been 
'a rysfurt, Earl of 

Carysfort, Lady 
a ey, Capt. . Leslie, R.A. 

Castletown, Lord 
Catberew, Graves . .. 

11ulfield, Col. Hobert, .J.P. 
Cavanagh, Gen. Sir Orf ur 

hadwick, 'amnel C. 
hnfy, Mrs. 

Cballoner, J. 
Clrnp111an, Sir Benjamin, Bart. 
'harle ·, Analey C. 
bester, Fmlay 

Che ·ter, l\ l iss 
hinnery, ~lrs. France::i 

Clancarty, Earl of 
'Jayton, Browne 

Clayt.on, Robert Browne, jun. 
Clayton, R. C. Hrowne 

I mcnts, Colouel 
Cl rmont., Lord 
Clif<l n, Lord, Trustees of 
Cliffo, A. J. 
Clive, Lt.-Col. !Ion. G. LI. \V. W. 

li\·e, ~leysey 

lonhroek, Lord 
Cloncurry, Lord 
Cloe. V. 
C.l\1., (96-257-2) 
Cobbe, Charles, D. L. 

o<lclington, H. g_, D.L. 
Ood<lington. Lieut.-Col. John 
Coghlan, Ir. & i\lr;;. J . B. 
Colche -ter, Dowager Lady 
Colquhoun, David 
Coltsman, Daniel C., jun., J.P. 
Concert, Proceeds of, per i\I rs. 

Adair 
Conelly, Eugene 
Uonn. J. L. 

£ d. 
1 0 0 
4 0 0 

20 0 0 
4 0 0 
2 0 0 

12 6 
15 0 0 
1 15 0 

10 10 0 
15 0 0 

5 0 0 
10 0 0 
6 0 0 

40 0 0 
8 0 0 
2 0 0 
8 10 0 
5 0 0 
6 13 4 

100 0 0 
25 0 0 
7 0 0 

25 0 0 
5 0 (I 

5 0 0 
1 0 0 
2 0 0 
1 1 () 
2 2 0 

31 10 
5 0 
7 0 

20 0 
5 0 

20 0 
20 0 
2 0 

17 0 
145 0 
81 0 

100 0 
25 0 
~o o 
15 0 
55 0 
10 0 
3 0 
3 10 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
() 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

9 18 6 
f:i 0 0 
2 0 0 
4 0 0 
5 0 0 
1 8 0 
5 0 0 

148 6 11 
5 10 0 
3 0 0 

Connolly, Wm., l\J. D. 
Connor, Captain Daniel 
Considine, IL, D.L. 
Conyngham, Marquis of 
Cookman, N. A. 
Cooper, Col. .Toshua, D.L. 

ooper, 'ol. Ii ichard, 
'ootc, Admiral ltobert 

Coote, John 

£ 
2 

19 
i> 

100 
3 

25 

s. d. 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

10 0 0 
10 17 6 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 oote, Hm-. A. 5 

Corbet, ir Vincent Howland, Bart. 20 
<:otter, ir James L., Bart. 

() 

0 
Cordner, ~lrs. 
Cornwall, W. Stewart 
Cosby, Rob rt A. G., D.L. 
Courtney, Capt. D. C., R.E. .. 

0wen, Hev. E. 
ourtown Earl of 

Cox, l\1aj~r-General '\v. H. 
Crawford, 11. 
Creagh, apt. Hichard G. 
Cremorne Dowager Lady 
'rofton, l>en is 
rofte, Hichard F . .. , 
ross, l\1iss 

'ross, ~uq.,:eon-l\lajor T. H. E . 
urning, Hobert .J., J .P. 

l>aly, .John N. 
Darner, 'apt. Dawson 
Dames, Ca pl. Longworth 
!)'Arey, Hyacinth 
Darnley, Earl of 
Dartry, Earl of 
Daw on, llon. Capt. 
Dawson, l\I rs. J. A. 
Dawson, \\'. \I. \\'estropp 
Dean, Drnkc J . K 
Deane, J a111rs 
Dean , .J. \V. 
Deane-!\lorgan. Hon . .Mrs. 
Dease, !\L O'RP-illy 
De Hoisi, Count 
De Bnrgh, Th omas ,J , .J.P. 
De h l'n •r, '11u11t Edmund 
D. F. ( 156-70-2) ... 
Delta 
De ;\fontmorency, Hev. Waller 
Denni·, l\Jajor-Ciener:.il J. B .... 
Dennis, Lt.- 'ol. Morley S. J. 
Denni:;, E<lwarcl K A. 
I >e:rry, !Ji8l10p of 
Desbrowne, l\li:is Cha rlotte A . A. 
Deshon, General 
I >es \ rex, Sir I l enry D ., Bart. 
Devonshire, Duke of 
De Yarhurgb, l,j. Bateson 
Dickson, l<ev. W. 
Dighy, Lord 
Digby, i\hijor W. B., J .P. 

1 0 
1 0 

83 10 
100 0 

3 4 
10.J 0 

1 1 
1 () 
'l 10 

20 0 
I 0 
5 (I 

l 0 
3 0 
1) 0 
5 0 
5 0 
8 10 
5 0 

50 0 
70 0 
IO 0 
:l (I 

" 0 
9 10 
'l 10 
4 5 

20 () 
JO 10 
5 0 

2;) H 
20 0 

(j 15 
11 10 
10 0 

3 (I 

1 10 
1 IO 
5 0 
3 0 
1 1 
5 () 

280 0 
1 10 
4 () 

7U 0 
3 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
() 

0 
0 
0 
0 
() 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
I) 

0 
0 
(I 

0 
0 
0 
5 
0 
0 
II 

fl 
0 
(' 

0 
0 
f) 

0 
0 
I) 

0 
0 
0 
0 
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£ s. d. 
illon, Hon. Major R. V., 
ill on, Sir John, Bart. 
illon, Viscount 

R.H.A. 5 0 0 

obbin, Col. G.:M. 
obbs, C.R. 
obbs, Conway E. 
ocluill, --
oherty, John 

5 0 0 
50 0 0 
13 10 0 
10 0 0 
12 10 0 

olling, Robert W. R. 
onne, B. J. l\'I. 

1 1 0 
6 0 0 
4: 7 0 
2 0 0 

onoughmore, Earl of 
ouglass, Captain Henry S. 
ownshire Estate, Trustees of, 

llO 18 8 
10 10 0 

per G. T· Tyrrell 10 0 
oyne, C. M., D.L. 50 0 

Driog, Mrs. 10 0 
D ring, S. 3 0 
Drogheda, Marquis of 52 6 
Drought, Rev. T. A. 3 10 
Drummond, Charles 25 10 
D ublin, Archbishop of 7 15 
D ucie, Earl of 20 0 
D uckett, Charles 3 0 
Duckett, Stuart 20 0 
Duckett, William 38 10 
Duke, Roper 2 2 
Dunally, Lord 32 0 
Dundas, G. H., M.D. 8 13 
Dunlop, Hon. Mrs. 6 0 
Dunne, Jeremiah 1 0 
Dunne, Robert 2 2 
Dunsandle, Lord 86 1 -
Dunsany, Lord 47 6 
Durdin> Alexander 2 2 
Dwyer, Henry 6 0 
Eden, Rev. Arthur 5 0 
Egmont, Earl of 68 15 
Ekins, Mr. E. 4 0 
Ellard, Richard Oliver 3 0 
Elliott, Nicholas G. 1 15 
Elliott, \V. J. 5 5 
Ellis, George, M.D. 5 0 
Ellis, R. F. 20 0 
Ellis, Robert W. 3 5 
Ely, Marquis of ... . . 30 0 
English Earl, per Lord Ardilaun 30 0 
English Lady, ( 109-374-2) 50 0 
Erasmus Smith's Schools, Govrs. of 25 0 
:Erskine Estate, Trustees of 1 9 
Eustace, Henry, J.P. 20 0 
Everard, N. T., J.P. 11 0 
Eyre, Thomas 20 0 
Farnham, Lord 168 3 
Farrell, J oh n Arthur, D.L., 10 0 
Ferrall, John O. F. C., J.P. 2 0 
:Fetherstonbaugh, Hon. Mrs. 3 10 
Fetherston-H, William 12 10 
Filgate, Charles 5 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

·9 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Filgate, W. D., D.L. 5 0 
0 
0 

Fisher, W. S. and others 
Fitzgerald, Lord Maurice 
Fitzgerald, Percy 
Fitzgerald, Purcell 
Fitzgerald, Sir Augnstt1s, Bart. 
Fitzgerald, Sir Gerald D., Bart. 
Fitzgerald, W. H. Wil.;;on 
Fitzherbert, R. R., D.L. 
Fitzmaurice, A. 
Fitzmaurice, W. R. 

£ s. 
1 10 

10 0 
10 0 

7 4: 
30 0 

5 0 
25 0 
20 0 

5 0 
5 0 
5 0 Fitzmaurice, W. 

Fitzwilliam, Earl 
Fleming, B. L. 
Fleming, H. E. 
Flynn, John 
F.M., (27 -4:5-3) 
Foley, Richard 
Foster, T. F. 

... 1,000 0 
4 10 
1 1 
2 0 
1 10 
2 10 
4 10 

d. 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Foster, Sir Cavendish, Bart. 
Fortesene, Earl ... 
Fortescue, Col. J. C. W., D.L. 
Fortescue, Hon. D. F. 
Fowler, Mrs. Catherine J. 
l!'owler, Robert 
Fox, Captain W. Waller 
Foy's Trustees 
Frazer, l\Irs. Jane 
Freeling, Hugh 
Freeling, Sir Henry, Bart. 
French, Arthur 
French, Mrs. 
French, P. M. 
French, Sa\'age, J.P. 
Friend, A (I 05-343-2) 
Friend to the rights of property, 

per Dennis Crofton, Esq. 
Fuller, Thomas 
Fulton, Edward 
Fulton, E. l\I. H. 
Furlong, C. F. 
Galvray, Charles R. 
Garde, H., Representatives of 
Garner, R. J. 
G. rnett, William, J.P. 
Garrett, W. R. 
Garvey, T. R., J.P. 
Gascoigne, Col. 
Gaussen, Charles 
G. C. (75-3) 
George, Bany 
George, Capt. R. D'Olier 
Gibbing, Rev. R., D.D. 
Gibson, William 
Gifford, Nicholas 
Glrdleston, ReY. H. 
Glascott, William 
Goff, James C. 
Goff, S. D. 
Going, Samuel 

12 10 
20 0 
50 0 
10 0 

5 0 
45 0 
10 0 

1 17 
2 0 
5 0 
2 0 
6 0 
7 0 
2 15 
1 10 
1 0 

2 0 0 
0 8 9 
7 10 0 

10 0 0 
2 6 3 
2 0 0 
6 0 0 

10 0 () 
5 0 0 
6 6 0 
4 10 0 

34. 0 0 
5 10 0 
1 1 0 
1 5 0 

ll 0 0 
2 10 0 

11 5 0 
6 4 0 
0 10 0 

11 0 0 
2 0 0 
8 0 0 
6 0 0 



26 LIST OF SUB OLUBERS. 

£ s. d. £ s. d. 
Goodman, A. J. 2 0 0 Henry, Major.General, C. B. 5 0 0 
Gore, The J\1 isscs 20 0 0 Hervey, Charles Jno. V. 5 0 0 
Gormanston, Viscount 10 0 0 Hewson, J. II. F. !) 0 0 
Grace, J. D. F., D. L. 38 10 0 H. G. ( 158-92.2) 5 0 0 
Grad well, Richard 5 0 0 Hickman P.D. 10 0 0 
Grant, Lt.-Col. G. Fox 1 0 0 Dill, Frederick 1 1 0 
Gray, Miss M. 1 0 0 Hill, Rev. M. 1 1 0 
Gray, Richard 5 0 0 Hoare, Major O'Brien 5 0 0 
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PREFACE. 

This publication is intended to place in n. concise and convoniont 
form the opinions expressed by prominent Liberals on the Irish 
Land Question during the last ten years, both .in and out of Parlia
ment. A distinction has been made, however, in the manner in 
which their opinions have been quoted. Extra-Parliamentary 
utterances reported in the Times have been quoted at greater length 
than those op;nions whicl~, given in Parliament, may be readily 
rnferred to in Ilansard, while the process of referring to speeches in 
.the T'inie is more laborious and difficult. Of some of the princi
pal Parliamentary speeches an analysis bas been made, with full 
marginal reference to Han.-;ard, which it is hoped will much 
facilitate reference. 

The order adopted iu cataloguing the speeches is chronologicnl, 
n,nd falls natnraJly into six divisions. 

1.-Extra.-Parliamcntary speeches in 18G9. 
2.-Extrn-Parliamentary speeches in 1870. 
3.-Debate in the House of Commons, 1870. 
4.-Debate iu the House of Lords, 1870. 
5.-Speechc made on the Irish land qnestion out of Pttrlia.ment 

between the year 1871-1879. 
6.-0pinions expre sed in Parliament on various occa ions during 

the same period. 
· In referring to the extra-Parliamentary speeches, the date given 

with the name of the speaker is that of the Times in which the 
speech will be found reported. The nwnber following refers to the 
page, and the IPttPr to the column in which the word. may be 
found. 

In reference to I I r1nsaril, the date, number of volume, and number 
of page i giv n. 

Where tho words of Conservative speakers are given it 1 • m 
illustration or quotation of the opinions of Liberal politician • 

Conservative Centml Office, 
April, 18 1. 
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OUT OF PA LIA~rn~T, 1869. 

THE RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE, M.P. 

G1tilclhall 1>eeclt, 1'imes, Nov. 10, 18G9. 

" W n.ro bound to confess that even this very year has been 
marked in Ireland by a . ad augmentation of those agrarian outrages 
which,occurring as they do in a country singularly free from a general 
tendency to crime, acquire a painful notoriety, and strike at the 
heart of Englishmen a deadly chill. What may be the cause of 
this increase of outrage, it might be premature and it would be difil 
eult to say; but one thing I know, and I would that I could convey 
it to the minds of those who are connected with those sad atro
·eities. Let 1wt those who perpetrate them supposu that that i-; the path 
by which they are to attain to snccess or legislation for the 'temoval of 
grievances. On the contrary, every one who lifts his hand to harm 
his neighbour in Ireland at this moment is not only, as he nlways 
wa , merely guilty before God and man, but he is, before all things, 
nd above all things, the enemy of the best interests of bis 

.country." 

MR. E. A . LEATHAM, l\I.P. 

Huddersfield. Times, Nov. 20, 1869. GE. 

vVith rogarcl to tho Irish land question he was not in favour . of 
heroic remedies, or any remedy which would be unfair or unjust, 
he did not say inexpedient, if applied upon this side of the Channel. 
Becn,u ·e the whole or part of Ireland had been confiscated centuries 
ago, that was no reason why we should now proceed to an act of 
eonfiscation. That was what wo should do if, by what was called 
Fixity of TenUl'e, we should hand over to the tenant the .soil in per
petuity with a simple rent-charge in favour of tho landlord. 
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TEE LA.TE MR. C. BUXTON, M.P. 
Letters to the Times, Nov. 22, Nov. 23. and Nov. 29, 1869. 

'' The extension of the Ulster Custom to the rest of Ireland would 
be a flagrant confiscation of the landlord's property. In support of · 
this view he quotes tho opinions of Lord Dufferin and Mr. Clare 
Read." 

''We cannot grant absolute Fixity of Tenure." He also argues that 
revaluation is bad. '' The best authorities are agreed that in Ireland 
it is a snare, a mockery, ancl a delusion." 

The farmers themselves are tho best valuators, and revaluation 
'"ould be both expensive and inefficacious. 

This letter deals with the question of Courts of Arbitration-a 
·ystem which Mr. Buxton deprecates. 

THB LATE RIGHT HON. E. HORSl\IAN, J\'LP. 
Times, Nov. 20, 18G9. 

"No Government would <lare to comply with the extravagant 
demands of agitators. If Mr. Gladstone released the Fenian 
prisoners and granted Fixity of Tenure, the life of his Government 
·would not be worth three week purchase after Parliament mot. ' 

LORD LIFFORD. 
Letter to the Tim es, Nov. 7, 1860. 

Argues that Fixity of Tenure would be a great evil to the labotll'ing 
class, as tending to hinder cultivation. 

EAB.L OF LICHFIELD. 
Times, Dec. 6, 186D. 

Disapproved of the system of Fixity of T nure, and thought tlrnt 
the same land reform should be given to both England and Ireland. 

THE O'DONOGHUE, M.P. 
Times, Dec. 20, 1869. Page 4. 

'' The picture held before the fris1a of a House of Commons oligar
chical, fanaticai, anti-frish, prepared to bully and cringe alternately, 
has no existence in these clays, and is a creation of the perverted ima
gination of those who desire to sow horror, hatred, and despair 
where confidence, friendship, and hope ~hould alone flomish. 

'' As if to iJlustrate the pervcr. ity of human nature, this is the 
precise time which some men have selected to counsel the Irish 
people to abandon constitutional action, and to become practically 
a nation of conspimtors. We are to exhume old wrongs, to inhale 
afresh the spirit of revenge, and steel our hearts against the ap
proach of friendship. We are to forswear all good that has not 
been baptized in blood. . It is scarcely possible to 
imagine a situation where such a programme could be accepted 
by Christian men, and when estimated in relation to the actual 
position and prospect of Ireland it stamps its originators and 
promulgators as the incamation of mischief.'' 



THE LATE C. BUXTON, M.P. 
Times, Dec. 21, 1869. Page 4. 

It was desirable to give Irish Sewrity of Tenure. 
" I do not mean thn.t we could or that we should give them Fixity of 

the whole of their demands. They wish, no doubt, for Fixity of Tenure. 

Tenure. TV e camwt gice theni that." 

J. MUSGRA\E, (IRISH LAXDLORD). 
Letter to the Times. Dec. 21, 1869. Page 9. 

Dwelt on difficulties of Irish landlord. Tenants had refu ed 
to pay increased rent, form er rent !taring bmi declared by Lancled 
Estates Court to be far beloic real rnlw•. 

OUT OF P ARLIA)IENT, 1870. 

HIGHT HO)l. J. BRIGHT. 

Times, Jan. 12, 1870.-Predicts effect of legislation. 

"We propose, th n, a new conquest of Ireland without confiscation Prophecy o 
. . f f k d Effect of L and without blood-with only tho weapon o a ran an generous lation. 

justic3, which is everywhere potent to bring together nations which 
· have been long eparate<l. by oppre sion and neglect "':' ':' ::: 

"If we are able to suppress conspiracy, if we can banish agrarian 
crime, if we can unbar the pri on doors, if we can reduce all excess 
of military strength, if we can make Ireland as tranquil as England 
and Scotland now are-then at lea t I think we may have done 
something to justify the wisdom and the tatesmanship of our time.' 

Birmingham. Times, Jan. 13, 1870. 8 D. 

"It is not a light matter for men to conspire and arm and drill and 
break out into open insurrection. I am not . peaking of specific 
crimes which men of violent and untameable temper have comm:tted ; 
but I speak of the general act of war, because that is what was 
contemplated. You must bem· in mind that it i not only the rich 
who suffer from these convulsions. Every distmbance of the public 
peace affects to a great ext nt the solidity of our social system and 
the industry of the people ; it affects the security of capital and the 
general condition of trade." 

"Though I have been one who has always spoken strongly in favour Condemns 
of change, and changes which we showed by gre11t demonstration Ibencetespe . y re urne 
were to be effected, still for all that I am bound to say I know no Emigrants 

greater enemy to our country than the man who attempts by force .. 
. of arme to disturb the public peace, and to break down the authority 
of laws. Least of all arc they to be excused who, being in a 
country to which they have emigrated, and escaped from what they 
suppose to be the tyi·anny and oppression here, are free to do what 
hey please, yet conspire against our common country. I cannot say 
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that any kind of allowance is to be made for such persons. Jj they 
Like to be citizens of America, let them be so, but, having trnnsported 
themselves to another counti'Y and become citizens of another State, 
they are the enemies of om· country if they come here to disturb the 
public peace. Men, becau e they arc Americans, are not to be · 
judged less leniently than men who remain in this country and' 
endeavour to do what they believe to be in tho interests of their · 
country.'' 

RIGHT HON. W. E. FOR::)TER. 
Bradford. Tinies, Jan. 18, 1870. P. 5 A. 

Resolution of Government to maintain order in Ireland. 

l\IR. STANSFELD, M.P. 
Halifax. Times Jan. 26, 1870. 7 E. 

osaible to. "He did not believe that the settlement of the Irish land question 
f~da;_1 Imh on any practicable basis would be an immediate cure for all the 

grievances under which Ireland labolll's, because there must be 
some hopes too umeasonable to be satisfied by any possible 
measure.'' 

SIR J. D. COLERIDGE, M:.P. (NOW LORD COLERIDGE) r· 
Exeter. Time , Jan. 29, 1870. 5 D. 

t to haa '' At all events I think this is clear, that whatever i done in 
Ireland will be done for the purpose of giYing to the tenant 
neither more nor less than that which a fair man, and an equitable· 
man, will say he bas a right to." 

RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
Answer to Depittatfon. Times, March 7, 1870. 6 A. 

opinion not ' They had in the first place to consider the opinion of the Irish 
e~o~er;f:~ people, for they felt that if the measure which they brought for~ 

ward for the settlement of this important question failed to satisfy 
public opinion in Ireland, it would reflect a shame and scandal both 
upon Ministers and Parliament. The Irish people, however, should 
in forming their opinion, recollect that the GoYernment had also to · 
atisfy what he might call Imperial opinion-the public opinion 

of England and Scotland-which would not permit any Govern
ment to carry exceptional legislation in the case of Ireland to a 
point which was calculated to produce a rnpture of our social rn
lations. But far above either Irish public opinion or the public 
opinion of the other portions of the Imperial Corporation was the 
principle of justice." 

THE LATE ISAAC BUTT, Q.C., l\I.P. 
Letter to the Times, March 7, 1870. G n. & c. _ 

" I have myself long since come to the conclusion that it is not 
possible to frame a measlU'e which will by indirect means give any 
real security or stability of tenure to the Irish occupiers, but, 
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knowing as I do the difficulties that are to be encountered in th 
prejudice-the natural and even praJseworthy prejudice--that 
exists against direct ioterferonce with the action of proprietary 
Tights, I would be sincerely rejoiced to see that other::; ha<l suc
ceeded in the solution of the problem for which I hav been nu
nble to discover any. ' 

Letter to the Times, l\Iarch 10, 1870. P., 5 F. 

A sorting absenteeism to be more common in Huntingdon tlhtll 
in Armagh 

RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
Letter to Dublin Co11Jomtion. Tim.es, March 23, 1870. 12 D. 

Answers criticism on Land Bill and then concludes : "I can Condemns 

therefore only say that the Government will be mo t ready to pro- ~~fd 0i~~ 
pose or adopt any amendments which may be shown to conduce to 1("11t. 

the completeness or efficiency of the measme ; but we clo not see in 
wltat manner the plans described as perpetuity of tenure, or as 
valuation of rents by public authority, could be rendered con i tent 
either with any .fai~r interpretation of the "laws of property, or with the 
peace of mind of the people vj Ireland, an<l the mo t eff'ertirr rlc
relopment of her ag'ricultitre mul indt1stry." 

A. M. SULLIVAN, M.P. 
Commenting on aboye letter. Same date. 

Spoke of Judge Longfi Id's " admirable plan" (for which see 
Cobden Club Essays, No. 1). Judge Longfield denounces the "Three 
F's. 

JUDGE LOKGFIELD. 
Letter to the Time , l\Iarch 26, 1870. 4 B. 

Contrasting Irish Land Bill with his own system of "ParEamen
tary Tenant B,igbt. ' 

G. POULETT SCROPE. 
Letter to the Times, April 23, 1870. 7 D. 

Government reclamation of wn, ·te land desirarle and establish- Ileclamatio 
' . " -aste Lan 

ment thereon of ternmts at long lease or t nant proprietary. 
Compulsory sale of waste land to Government approved by l\fr~ 

G. Fitzgibbon, Master in Chancery. 
Estimates waste land in 1870 at 3,000,000 acres at lea t. 

HOUSE OF COl\Il\IONS, 1870. 

QUEE ... -·s SPEECH. 
Feb. 8, Hansard, cxcix. 4. 

Legislation to inspire "steady confidence in the law and desir 
to render assistance in its effective administration." 
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LOR.D CAIRNS. 
Feb. 8, Hansard, cxcix. 25. 

Quotation from speech of Mr. W. E. Forster ascribing agitation 
to Fenians, saying their agitators live by their agitation. 

RIGHT HON. B. DISRAELI, (EAR.L OF BEACONSFIELD). 
Feb. 8, Hansard, cxcix. 73. 

Quotation from speech of Mr. W. E. Forster. This says that the 
existence of a Liberal Government has encouraged the agitators in 
Ireland. 

Oolu11in 84. Sketch of Irish demands in 1869. Encouraged by 
Disestablishment to demand more. 

Quotation from Lord Stanley, 30th April.Hansard-cxcv.,2001-2. 
That proprietary rights of landlords should be maintained. 

RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
Feb. 15, Hansarcl, cxcix. p. 343. 

P. 343. It was the excessive subdivision of land with the view 
to the creation of 40s. freeholds which ushered in the horrors of the 
famine of 1847 :md 1848. 

P. 350. Fixity of Tenure. Necessity of compensating landlords 
for diminished value of property. Practical difficulty in the way of 
this. 

y of Tenure P. 351. La.ndlord reducea to a mere rent charge by Fixity of 
'Tenure. Not prepared to do this . It would be a social revolution, , 
absolving wealth and property from their duties. 

P. 353. Fixity of Tenure would proscribe that class of tenants 
which does not want a permanent estate in land, otherwise it woulcl 
not be final. 

This principle is equally applicable and necessary for Engfand 
and Scotland. 

P. 354. The instances in which Fixity of Tenure does virtually 
exist in Ireland do not present encouraging features. 

P. 35G. Ulster compared with rest of Ireland. 
P. 366. Ulster Custom, its characteristics, compensation for im

provement and price of good-will. 
P. 369. Compensation for Disturbance. 
P. 379. High Rents. Anxious to avoid interference of public 

authority with existing rent .. 
P. 386. Operation of Bill to be quiet and gradual. 
Appended arc l\fr. Gladstone's views on the three F's at full 

length. 
A8 I understand it, the scheme itself amounts to this-that each 

and every occupier, as long as he pays the rent that ho is now 
paying or el. e some rent to be fixed by a public tribunal charged 
with the clnty of valuation, is to be secured, for himself and his heirs, 
in the occupation of the land that he holds, without limit of time. 
He will be subject only to this condition-somewhat in the nature 
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of the Commutation of Tithe Act-that wit.h a variation in the 
value of produce the rent may vary, but it will be slightly, and at 
somewhat distant periods. The effect of that provision will be that 
the landlord will become a pensioner and rent-charger upon what 
is now his own estate. The Legislatme has, no doubt, the perfect 
right to reduce him to that condition, giving him proper com
pensation for any loss he may sustain in money ; the State has a 
perfect right to deal with his ocial statu , and b reduce him to 
that condition if it thinks fit. But then it is bound not so to think 
fit unless it is shown that this i for the public good. Now, is it 
for the public good that the landlords of Ireland, in a body, should 
be reduced by an Act of Parliament to the condition practically of 
fnnclhold r , ntitlecl to apply on n. certn.in dn.y from year to 
year for a certain .·um of money, but entitled to nothing mor ? 
Are you prepared to denude them of their interest in the 
land · and what is more, are yon prepared to absolve them 
from theil' duties with regard to th hind? I, for one, confess 
that I am not; nor is that 1 ho sentiment of my colleague. . W o 
think, on the contrn.ry, that we onght to look forward with hope 
and expectation to bringing about a tat of thing in which th 
landlords of Ireland may as.·mne, or mn.y mor g norally assume 
the position which i · happily held, a a clu.'s, by landlords in thi. 
conntry-n. position marked by re. idence, by·p rsonal familiarity, 
and by ympathy with the people n.mong whom they live, by long 
traditional connection handed on from generat.ion to generation and 
marked by a con tant discharge of duty in every form that can be 
- ugge tecl-be it as to the administration of justice, be it as to the 
defence of the country, be it a.· to the supply of social, or spiritual, 
or moral, or educational wants-be it for any purpose whatever 
that is recognized a. good and beneficial in a civilized society. 
Although, as ] have said, nothing would induce me voluntarily to 
acquiesce in the continuance of such a state of things as has pre
vailen, and still to a great extent prevails, in Ireland-it would, I 
own, be a mo t melancholy conclusion were we to find that we 
could not rectify Lhat which is now wrong in the land tenures of 
that country without unclertn,king a social revolution, a social 
revolution in which th main char<tcteristic would be the absolution 
of wealth and property from the performance of duty, and an addition 
to that lounging clas -unfortunately too abundant in this country
who are pos e.·sed of money and of nothing else, nnd who seem to 
have no object in life but to teach us how to multiply our wants and 
to raise the standard of our luxuries, even when ·we have not yet 
solved the problem, or got to the heart of the ecret how we are to 
relieve the destitution which is pining at onr door.· . 

But con icler again how tbi.' plal} i to work. Let me suppo"e 
myself au Iri. h occupier inv . t d hy an Act of Parliament with per
petuity of tcnnrc. If I want to let the 1 roperty 'vhich I hn.vc thnR 
acquired, am I to be allowed to let it to a tenant-a mere tenant
or am I not to he allowed to l tit to n,n:vl ody hnt a perpetuity-man, 
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like myself? If I am only to let it to a perpetuity-man, I can only 
let it to that cla. s of men who are prepared both to cultivate tho 
soil and to pay mo the price of the permanent estate. The strange 
position in which we shoultl then find ourselves would be that all 
that active and energetic class which does not require any perma
nent estate in the land, but exists by the intelligent and profitable 
application of capital to farming purpo e , would he absolutely pro
scribed ; you would not anywhere let a man in to put a spade or 
plough into the ground unl ss he was able to purchase tho perpetual 
estate. But, on the other hand, if I am told-" You, a perpetuity
mau, will be allowed to deal with the land as you choose-to let 
it from year to year, to create yearly or any other form of tenancies 
which you think proper''-then I sa.y the Act of Pa.rliament would 
contain within it the eeds of it own destruction; nay, not tho 
germ oDly, but the body and . ubstanco of provisions which would 
oon generate the v ry mi. chiefs which you propo. eel to extinguish. 

We should . till have landlords and tenants with relations as ill
regulated a v r. At first they woulcl bo small lancllords, but 
not long. 'rho w alth of this country would go forth once moro 
into the market and nccm nlato great c. tatc. , so that-not w , 
perhap. , but at any rate our children, should again have tc 
a.ssemble within th so wall~. and to deal afro h with the diffi.culti s 
of the Iri h land question. 

"If perpetuity of right i to be transferred from one class to 
another tha.t would not be a bit more or les. expedient on this side 
of the water than ou the other; and accordingly in that iew of tbe 
matter this with which we have now to deal is not an Irish land 
que tion but an United Kingdom land que.'tion. Lastly, I must 
put yet one other point. These tenure ·, which partake of the 
chru:acter of perpetuity, or approximate to it, already to some 
extent exist in Ireland. I do not say that it would be a sufficient 
argument in favour of the plan-I rather think it would not-if 
you had proof that this perpetuity of tenure was good for the 
people themselves who had been the recipient· of that mode of 
treatment; but thi I must '1.y, having endeavoured to examine, as 
well as we can, the evidence with regard to the agricultural con
dition of those portions of Ireland which are at present held upon 
tenures of perpetuity without proprietorship, or which approximate 
to tho e tenlli'es, that we do not feel the result to be such as to 
assure us that this class of temu-e would in Ireland attain tho 
object which we greatly prize-namely, the object of enlarging the 
wealth of the soil . and of d veloping a powerful and flourishing 
agricultlU'e, Having urged f e e arguments, to which I am aware 
of no reply, I may, for the pre. ent at any rate, quit thi. part of my 
subject. " 

RIGHT HON. C. FORT jSCUE (LORD CARLINGFORD). 
l\Iarch 7 1870. Hansard, cxcix. 14:42. 

Extension of Ul ter Cu. tom to rest of Ireland not fair either to 
Landlord or Tenant. 
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P. 1443. Go-rernment "'·ise in not depriving Irish Landlord of tho 
power of dealing with his own l:md. 

B. SAl\IUEL 0.L~, :M.P. 

1farch 8, Ilanwml, cx.cix. p. 1580. 

Protest again. t Fixity of Tenure. 

THE O'DOXOGH E, ~I.P. 

l\Iarch 8, p. 1537. 

' Icmbcr of E.·treme Tenant Right party. .l T vcr mel a member 
of the Tenant Right party wbo did not recognize in the landlon1 
an undoubted title to owue1-. hip of land." 

IH. DO"\Y •. 'E, ~OLI 1ITOl -GKYERAL, IUELA~TD .lTOW 
BARON DO\VSEJ. 

l\Iarch \ p. 1560. 

The Hou would not be asked by Her l\Iaje.'t ·'s uoYornmcnt, Fixity of 

wlrn.tover might b clone by any other snbi:;equeut Go' ormnent-to nure. 

sanction any Bill hiying do,Yn the principle of Fixity of Tenure. 

SIR ROUNDELL PALMER (LOl D 1ELBORJ.-EJ. 

larch 10, 16u4 ·1q . 

' Fatal for GoYernment to yield to wild demand . .. , 
P. 1665. Desirability of havinba larger holdings in Irnlancl. :Lar~e Ho! 

0 
. '"' . Desirable. 

' oukl not be mcluced to acrrec to any moasuro which 
.·ecmed, on the whole, to invoh-e any , orions and substantial 
departure from the great a-ncl necessary principle in which tho right"i 
of property re t." 

P. 1G6G. 8ome schemes d ignore right · f property. 1 'uch is ~ixitro.r'I' 
i,, . 't f' T 1 . 1 . 1 . E l' 1 k' il is Conhse, .c ix1 y o cnm·e, "w uc 1, m p am 1 ng is i, men,ns ta ·mg away ie 
property of one man ancl giving it to another.'' 

It would be a broach of faith to destroy titl s in one t>ession on 
whi h properties have b en purchased· under the Encumbered 
Estates Act. 

Disturbance clause only one at all at variance with principle of 
equity. 

P. 1667. Fixity of Tennr with periodical revaluation of rents. Vnlned Rt-1 

/ 

" A scheme more full of objection both as rega.rds landlord and 
tenant I cannot conceive." 

P. 1668. Distmbance ·lau e objectionabl unl .'S guarded by 
cm·eful r trictions, a in clan 14. 

P. l66D. N"eces.ity for the Bill a great misfortune. 
P. 1670. This Bill powerless in it ·elf to stop outrage, but it will 

remove ever} thing like I lau ibl reason for outrage. 
P . 1671. Laml Bill must be supplemented by Co 'rcion. 
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RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
farch 11, 1870. Hansard, cxcix. 

P. 1842. Notice. fact that no argument had been introduced in 
favour of Fixity of Tenure which could for a moment abide its trial 
nt the bar of rca ·on. 

P. 1843. A. Rcrtcd that _Jr. Bright always said that any reform 
propo ·cc.1 by him in rcferenc to Iri . h land 'rnuld be based on 
, acred respect for right. · of propcrt . " Perpetuity of tenure is n 
phra o that I flatter my ~clf i a little going out of fashion. If I han~ 
contributed an~ thing towards disparaging it I am not sorry.'' 

P . 1 44. Fair Reut:;. "Hcmedy should be protection against evic-
tion, not of a joint property in the soil. Neither I nor my col
leagues arc prepared to admit that ju t protection of him (tenant) 
affords either an apolor,y or an excuse for endowing him with a 
joint property in the soil. " 

P. 1845. "I have not heard, I do not know, I cannot conceive 
what is to be , nid for the pm pectivc power to reduce excessive 
rents ." 

" Reduction of exc , sivc rents would ( 1) throw into confusion tho 
whole economical arrn.ngoments of the country. (2.) Drive out of th 
field honest and so]yent men. (3) ~ pr ad demorali:.rn.ti n through 
the "hole Iri ·h l oopl . ,. 

or P. 1846. Government no pr pared to ta.ke rnluation of rent into 
their own hand . W onld entail -rnluation of all other agricultural 
conditions. 

Practical difficulty of valuatiou. 
P. 1847. No one able to fix by law any system upon which it 

v.·ould be possible to adjust rents by calculations founded upon 
prices of agricultural produce. 

P 1848. Establishment of Fixity of 'I1enure and fair rent a social 
revolution. 

P. 1851. Bill of 1870 conferred privileges of occupation on Irish 
cottier and farmcl' superior to any enjoyed hy them in other 
·01mtries. 

P. 1852. Engla.nd had made gr at efforts for peace and union. 
lri::;h wa.rn d not to make demands that jnsLice c:annot sanction or 
concede. 

RIGHT HO .. -. R. LOWE, \LORD SHERBROOKE). 
April 4, 1870. H ansard, cc. 1191. Cummittee on "Disturba-nce " 

Clause. 
P. 1191. "Saved the land]ord from that from which we recoil-the 

notion of submitting to the Court what rent a holding should pay." 
P. 1190. "The disturbanee of a tenant by eviction is a legal act, 

and a man is right in doing it. " 
P. 1200. "This Bill i the foundation uf a better sta.te of things in 

Ireland- a state of things in which each man ball respect the 
rights of bis neighbour, the tenant the right of the landl0rcl, the 
landlord those of the tenant. 
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:t>. 1201. We have n.voiclecl the Charybdis represented by those who Fixity or 

advocate Fixity of Temu·o. "\Vo have endeavomed without shaking nure. 

tho foundation of property, to give adequate relief to the tenants ; 
we have entirely r pudiated tho no.tiop. Qf :fixity of Tenure." 

N.B.-Comparo l\fr. Lowe's speech on March 12, 1868. HansarrT, 
190. Col. 1483. 'q. 

Ireland progreNsing. .Advantage.' enjoyed by her compared with Speec:ll in 1 

England. Uolumn 148 he .. ays : " I have sat on several Com- .r 0 Irish G 

mittocs of this House to invc::;ti gatc this que ·tion of the land in nnce. 

Ireland, and it lrns n Yer b en my fate to hear a single case of 
grievance or ill-treatment of n, t nant a1lcg d, with dates and circmn-
stances, so that it could he verified. " Our Committees were 
ntirely un. ucces. ful in discovering :my case of real grievance." 
"It is ridiculous to inveigh again t the law which is the same in 
Ireland as in England. ' 

Small holdings cau ·c of clistre s in Ireland. 
P. 1493 . .ATbitrary re. triction. with regard to land depreciate its 

value, and tend to prevent that d sire of accumulation on which tho 
wealth of nations depend. 

P. 1494. Sq. Objection to Pea ·ant Proprietary. 
By forming a Pea ant Pro11rictary we would give tho strongest 

impulRe to the de. ire for , oparn,tion. 

tlIH R. PALl\IER, (LORD 8ELBORNE ). 

April 4, 1870. Han. a rel, cc. 'ommittee on " Disturbance " <.:la use. 

P. 1211. Great caution required in giving this compensation. "Wo 
must keep the principle within proper limits and accompany it 
with all reasonable checks " or " it will bceome an invasion of all 
the rights of property." Groat changes had been made in the 
bill (1) as regards Ulster custom ; (2) alteration in the scale of 
compensation; (3) withdrawal of the option of giving a 21 years' 
lease. 

P. 1212. Extreme politica.l necessity might justify the retrospec- 011ly ~xtren: 
t. t• f' th B'll l 1 . t t t . necessity w 1ve ac 10n o c i as on y app ymg o year- o-year enancies. justify the 
"But to interfere in that way prospectively with freedom of con- vi.sious of t 
tract, to dictate now terms, and such extraordinary terms as at first Bill. 

sight these are, i · tt thing which can only be justified by the 
necessity of the case, and this, again, should not be carried one 
single inch beyond that necessity." 

P. 1214. I1 e points out that the effect of the change would be that 
p'rima .facie the Judge would assess the compensation at the maxi
mum, unless the landlord would show good cause for reducing it. 

RIGHT HO - . \V. E. GLADSTONE. 
April 4, 1 70. Jiansrml, cc. "Disturbance " lau e Committee. 
P. 1255. Land Bill not to ~e I ermanent. Hope that frela~cl would ~eo;~en~~1t; 

work out of her anomalon circumstance , " but way of ~omg that manent. 

will be by reintroduction of principle of freedom of contract.' 



1?. 12&1. Quotation from Mr. O'Connell, 1\1.P,. aying that all that 
would be needed to confer great benefits on the tenants would be 
the restoration of the ancient law with r e pect to the relations of 
landlord and temnt. 

P. 1262. "I hope it will be admitted on all side: that we have 
not been indistinct in tho declaration of our intention to offer a firm 
resistance to all attempts to introduce I rinciple · into the Bill, which 
would go to make the power of a landlord over his property, or the 
receipts he derived fr m it, subject to the indefinite cla.ims of a 
separafo and rival interest." 

l\fATI UI.' OF HAHTfr'"Cl-TOS. 

~fay 2, 1 70. J lansard, cci. rn 'q. . linendment on le11r1t!t uJ lease. 

P. 23. " I beli ve that the lrir:;h landlord have, ns a body, don 
theiT duty to their tenants, while they have perhaps, put up with 
more and sa rificecl more than any body of landlord, in ci thcr 
England or • cotland lrnve done.·· 

RIGHT HO~:r . CHICHEt>TEH FORTBBC E (LOHD 
CAB.LI GFORD). 

l\Iay lD, 1870. llansanl, cci. DDi Sq. Debate on 1 'ir T. Urn!J's 
amendment, yirin[/ ·i;irtual Fi.i:it!J of 1.'ennre H'ith 1·estrictiun on 
1wn-pay111ent n.f rmt, subdil'isinn, and serious zrnste. 

P. D94. The Government bad steadily re isted the idea of rent 
being fixed arbitrarily by a public authority. 

P. D95. Thi scheme would not t ncl to promote peaceful and 
hnrmonious relntion between landlord and tenant in Irela.nd, but 
would be a.ttend d by th very contrary effects . 

l\IR DO\VSE (80LICITOH-GENEU.AL, In.ELAND). 

l\Iay rn, 1 70. 1104. ) 1(/IJl l' delJfltl' . 

P . 101:!. 'fh ,re might be ,'Olllothing to be ·nid for Fixity of 
1'enure : there 1rn. · certainly a great deal to be said again t it. 

I IGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 

May 19, 1870. Hansard, cci. 1022 Sq. Debate on i..:. ir J. <Jrav's 
mnenclment. 

P. 1024. "I am ineconcilably oppo od to granting Fixity of 
Tentue." 

P. 1025. D precates interference with fre dom of contract, except 
when quite nun.voidable. 

P. 1027. " \ c carefully l nt a ido " rything tlrn.t promis cl, or 
t;eemcd to promi.· , Pixity of 'renure, and everything in the way of 
what may be de. ·cribcd n,s valuation of rent. '' 



RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
May 30, 1870. llansard, cci. Land Bill, Third Reading. 

P. 1611. A. serts trongly that it was advisedly that the Govern
ment bad refu ed to yield to tho populai· demand in Ireln.nd for 
Fixity of Tenure and valuation of rents. 

P. 1613. General moderation di pla.yed toward the Bill had laid 
on the Government the obligation to be faithful to tho. e who had 
be n faithful to the public int rest , and to use their best efforts to 
maintn.in it (the Bill) in its integrity and efficiency. 

HOU. 'E OF LORDS. 

EARL G-R.ANVILLE. 

,Juno 14, 1870. llmzsrml, ccii. 4 • q. • econd Reading. 

P.lRT IV. 

P. 5. "Larnllorcl too have their grievances. It is stated, on good f~·;~~nd rented 

authority, that the rent of land in Ir land i. low r, con. idering th 
capability of the soil, than thn,t of rmy civilized cotmtry iu Europe." 

P. 10. "Th y( the Government) might inde.d have don tl~at which ;.~~i~{\~~.~T~1~1 ~~ 
they were resolv d not to do-namely, have mtroducod a Bill adopt- H nt. 

ing Fi, ity of Tenme, taking awa,y hi property from the landlord, 
and stabli. bing a valuation r nt. They might therehy hav excited 
in Ireland-at all event for the moment-an enthusiamn which 
woulcl ha ye made rea onablo Jegi lation impos ible. " 

DUKE OF RICHMOND. 

June 14, 1870. 25. 

P. 25. Refers to reports of the Poor Law In pectors to disprove 
existence of har hnes or frequency of eviction. 

N.B.-Compare speeches of Lords Granville and Kimberley on 
Tenure Ireland) Bill, referred to by the Duke of Richmond, and to 
be found in Hansard, cxcv. 11 GB and 1179. 

LORD DUFFERIN. 

Jnno 14, 1870. Jlansard, c ii. 60 Sq. Second Reading. 

P. 64. "To say that the ln,ndlords oflreland have only contributed in Irlsh Ltl.ndlords . 

an insignificant degree to th impro-vement of their properties is a 
cruel and outrageous calnmny. In no country in Europe have such 
exertions been made, or so much time, labom·, anxiety, and money 
been expended in the amelioration of the agricultmal statn of the 
country and of the peasantry as in many part!' of Ireland during the 
last 30 y 'a.rs." 

P. 66 . "l uiRcard, n.saltog ther man. trons and untenn.ble,anyclaim 
preferrecl in behalf of the tenant, to n.ny partner hip or proprietary 
intcrer:;t in the soil on the grounn of ancient Iri. h habits or tribal 
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ln.ws and cu toms, or on the strength of ethnological chn.racteristics, 
or prescriptive right of occupation or any other of the fantastic 
apologies which have lately been inventod. '' 

P. 69. Advisability of consolidating holding to avoid the Avils 
incident to the mall holdings. 

LORD DERBY. 
June 16, 1 70. 233 Sq. Second Reading. 

P. 285. Strong di.Jike to the principle of compensation for disturb
ance. 

nil Holdings. P. 237. Vehement opposition to anything tending to perpetuate a 

Home 

sy tern of small holding .. 
P. 242. " That curious and fantastic delu. ion which nppcars to 

have taken hold of some of the n.gricultural population in Irelruid, 
that in some vague, unexplained way tho land belongs of right 
or ought to b long to tho e who liYo on it."-" That delusion will 
be finally neg a ti v cl by this Bill.·' 

This Bill would not stop agitation which was too profitable u 
trade to be laid clown. Land Bill n.rnl Irish Church Di. esta.bli ·hment 
both cln t agi tntion. 

D KE OF ARGYLL. 
Jun lG. 243 Sq . 'econd Reading. 

250. " Thi Bill w uld by its pa .. ing make it fair and right for the 
Irish landlord to rai hi rent. , ·ince tho compensation for distur
bance and improvement by it legalized enha.nced the vn,lue of the 
holding. 'l1hi wa t11 cotU'"'e ho "'onkl him. elf adopt wer be nn 
Irish landlord. '' 

June 24, 1870. HansMd, ccii. 859 Sq. Committee. 
Notice general agreement of speakers that it is clesimblc to give 

landlord right of interference in the n.ssignment of hi. holding by 
the tenant. 

LAND QUE TIO~ OUT OF PARLIAMENT. 

RIGHT HO~. W. E. GLADSTONE, 1\1.P. 
Aberdeen. Thnes, Sept. 27, 1871. 6 A. 

"Ideas which are -rery unintelligible and superfluous ." 
'' Has Ireland grievances? What is it that Ireland ha demanded 

from the Imperial Parliament and that the Imperial Parliament has 
refused?'' 

"There is no such grievance. There i i:! nothing that Ireland 
has asked and which thi:-; country and thi. P:nliament have refnse<l. 
This Parliam nt ha. done for Ir lrtnd wlrnt it woultl have . crupled 
to do for England and Scotland.·· · 

''What ar the ineqnnlitius of England P.nd Ir la.nil, .. 
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"I declare that I know none except that there are certain taxes Il'eland. 

"levied on Englishmen ancl Scotchmen which are not levied on 
Irishmen.'' 

"People say that we have tried to conciliate Ireland and have 
failed. I do not a<lmit that Ireland is not going to be conciliated, 
but I say this-that we must alway keep in mind that there is 
.a higher law to govern the actions of Parliaments and of politicians 
.than the law of conciliation, good as that law may be." 

'' There was a higher and a paramount aim in the measures Idsh Legisl 

that Parliament has passed, and that was that it should tion. 

do its duty. It was to set it~elf right with the national 
conscience, with the opinions of the world, and with 
the principle of justice, and when that is done, I say fearlessly that, 
whether conciliation be at once realized or not, the position of this 

,country is fhm and invulnerable." 

HON. G. G. GLYN (LORD\\ OLVERTON). 
Shaftesbury. Time , Oct. 21, 1871. 5 D. 

"Mr. Gladstone's Government had done ,justice to Ireland. It had 
.taken away the excuses of complaint. ' 

RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
Greenwich, Oct. 30, 1871. 3 A. Sq. 

" I believe the commm1ity of Ireland is well satisfied with the Satisfaction 
measures which obtained the sanr.tion of the Legi lature, and that in Ireland. 

Ireland there has been laid for no very distant future, the founda-
.tions of solid political content. It would be premature to anticipate 
.too confidently their ultimate results, but l feel justified in saying 
that of all I adchessed to you in December, 1868, there is no part 
or portion which it is needful for me to qualify or retract. In the 
face of the three countries and in the face of civilized mankind, the 
Legislature has made a great effort to do justice, and all that has 
taken place leads me to the confident hope that that effort will be 
.crowned with success." 

A. WELLESLEY PEEL, l\I.P. 
Warwick. Times, Nov. 2, 1871. 6 c. 

" It was impossible for any candid man to say that Ireland had 
:any grievance since the Irish Church had been disestablished." 

RIGHT HON. CHICHESTER FORTESCUE, M.P. (LORD 
CARLINGFORD.) 

Bristol. Times, Nov. 15, 1871. 4 c. 
''He believed that there was more prosperity, less disturbance and 

crime in Ireland at this moment than at any previous period of her 
history, and he believed the great measures of the last two years, 
to which allusion had been. made, were not bearing most rapidly, as 
if by magic, but steadily and reasonably-the fruits which all 
reasonable men expected." 
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'l1HE LATE ISAAC BUTT, Q.C., M.P. 
Glasgow. 'l"i111es, Nov. 15, 1871, 3 o. 

of obtain- Alluding to 1\lr. Glad tones confession that it was the Fenian 
oncessions. insurrection which had brought the Irish Church Act within the 

sphere of "practical politics," he said : "If we have any grievance 
and the English l\'.Iini try and Parliament disregard it, we are actually 
to get up another insurrection in order to get justice. This is tho 
lesson we are taught.,. '' A few years more and some other grievance 
will arise. .A.J:e we again to awake the slumbering friendship of 
l\:lr. Gladstone or some future Gladstone by a second insurrection ?"' 

RIGHT HON. JOHN BRIGHT, M.P. 
Times, Dec. 21, 1871. 3 F. 

" In a letter written to the Tenant. Right Association of Munster he 
Rays that he is greatly pleased to hear that the Land Act meets 
with so much favour, and that it was a measure intended by the 
Government that framed it and the Parliament that passed it to do· 
justice to the tenant farmers of Ireland. And he hopes most fervently 
that those ohjects may have been ltttained." 

RT. HO~. HUGH CHILDEI , 1\I.P. 
Pontefract. Times, Dec. 29th, 1871. 6 A. 

'' I conceiYe nothing could be more dangerous than weakening 
the tenure of property.'' 

l\iIARQ TI OF RA.RTINGTON, lYI.P. 
Knighton, Tim es. Jan. 6, 1872. 6 A. 

"He denied that th ir conciliatory policy towards Ireland had 
failed. In dealing with Ireland, :firmne s and patience were neces-
sary. 

EARL OF DERBY. 
Liverpool. Times, .Jan. 10th, 1872. 10 K. 

" The Church has been di ·established and clisendowed, the land 
has been practically handed o-ver to the enemy. No further sacrifice 
of the kind remains to be made.·' 

He then urges the danaer of yielding to Irish agitation. 

OSBORNE MORGAN, l\I.P. 
vVrexham. Times, Jan. 6, 1872. 

" Ireland wn,s in a satisfactory state. Poor rates had diminished,. 
and the value of ratable property increased. Moreover, he cited 
Mr.Heron's testimony that the Land Act was working satisfactorily.'" 

1\lR. JUSTICE KEOGH. 
Galway. Tim es, 1\1ay 28, 1872. 5 c. 

In giving judgment in the Galway election petition said : " AU 
the witnesses deposed tlm tbe landlord.· in Galway were the best. 
in the world." 
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RIGHT HON. J. STANSFELD, M.P. 
Halifax. Times, Sept. 25, 1872. 6 c. 

"The freedom of land in Ireland from what trammelled it, and 
what kept it unjustly from the population of Ireland,-have you 
forgotten that enormous boon ?" 

SIR J. D. COLERIDGE, M.P. 
Liverpool. Times, Nov. 8, 1872. 3 E. 

Speaking of the Irish Church and Land Acts he said : "Yon 
cannot expect from two acts of justice, notable though they may be, 
and in three years, to undo the effect of centuries of oppression." 

" Our bands in dealing with Ireland are immensery and perma- E~~c80,~t~~t 
nently strengthened by the removal of causes of just dissatisfac- mo,·ed. 

tion and complaint. The Jrjsh policy of the Government had been 
a great success." 

RIGHT HON. G. J. GOSCHEK. 
Bristol. Times, Nov. 14, 1872. 10 A. 

The Irish land question was solved in 1870. " Our second year 
of office was marked by the solution of the Irish land question." 

RT. HON. HUGH CHILDERS, M.P. 
Pontefract. Times. Jan. 14th, 1873. 12 a. 

" Neither the House of Lords, nor the Connexion of Church and 
State, nor the tenure of property, will find in me either an open or 
a secret foe." 

A. J. OTWAY, M.P. 
Chatham. Times, Jan. 17, 1873. 7 D. 

Ireland bad been relieved from every just grievance. 

EARL OF KIMBERLEY. 
Ipswich. Times, April 18, 1873. 6 A. 

He said that the Land Bill of 1870 had been a success and had· 
worked well. 

"I rejoice that we have purged our conscience of whatever in
justice we have committed towards Ireland." 

MARQUIS OF HARTINGTO~. 
Nottingham. Times, July 17, :873. 12 B. 

" We are told that our remedial legislation for Ireland has failed. ~~;1/o~ ~~ 
. . . I say that no proof can be adduced that that legislation suceessful, 

has failed. On the contrary, I assert, ·without fear of contradiction, 
that never was Ireland in a state of more material prosperity than 
she enjoys at present. 

"I believe that ignorance, po..-erty, and bad la"·s have fed di affec
tion ; but as I see the people becoming better educated 1 as I see them 
becoming happy, I cannot but believe that the same causes which 
operate in the people of any other country will operate upon Irish
men, and we shall see disaffection slowly but surely diminish." 
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RIGHT HON. R. LOWE, M.P. (LORD SHERBROOKE). 
Sheffield. Times, Sept. 5, 1873. 3 c. 

"They (the Ministry) thought that no object should be dearer 
to the heart of an English statesmau than to knit the hearts of 
the Empire into one harmonious concord, and they despaired of 
doing that unless, by giving her the strictest and fullest justice, 
they took away from her all grounds of complaint. That 
was the programme we started with. It was an audacious and 
extravagant one. Well, but the sfrangest thing is that, with 
the single exception of the higher education of Ireland, one of the 
least important points of the whole system, we have realized tlte. 
u1wle of this prouramrne." 

SIR J. D. COLERIDGE, (LORD COLERIDGE.) 
Exeter. Times, Oct. 31, 1873. 7 D. 

"Do you think it a blunder to have done justice between land
lord and tenant in Ireland ? '' 

IR W. V. HARCOURT. 
Oxford. Time , J an. 2, 1874. G c. 

Speaking of the land question in its widest sense, and not a· 
applied specially to Ireland. 

" Too much philosophy'had been talked about land by ' rickety ' 
philosophers with very unsound constitutions. 'The unearned in
crement of laud ' is an idea so illogical, so unreasonable, so petfectly 
unjust, and o absolutely philosophical that it does not require a 
refutation. I am content to assume that a man's right to his 
land depends on the same principle as your right to the coat on 
your buck, namely, that yon have paid for it. 

'' When we' want to reform the landowner we should not begin by 
bullying the landowners. 

"If' free land' means making free with other people's land, that 
is a sort of liberty I am not disposed to take. 

" Compulsory subdivision of land in opposed to freedom, and 
subdivision of land is injurious, the produce is less and the condi
tion of the cultivator worse." In support of this he quoted 1\1. 
Lavergne on France, showing that the condition of t.he people was 
worse than in England, that 40 persons in France only get half the 
produce that 30 Englishmen do, and says, "This is the result of an 
experiment tried with the three specifics, subdivision of land, peasant 
proprietorship, and universal county franchise." 

" Can any prospect be more hopeless than that of a small man 
striving with insufficient capital upon land which he has not the 
means to cultivate ?" 

RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
Electoml Address. Times, Jan. 24, 187 4. 8 A. 

(I The great Irish question of Church and land now so happily 
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disposed of." And he said that the House of Lords had, much 
to its credit, deferred to the voice of the country in 1868 and 1870. 

RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 
New Cross. Times, Feb. 3, 1874. 5 F. 

" It is sometimes said that we are half ashamed of the work we ~~5£ce to 
have done with regard to Ireland. To my dying day it will be a 
source of unfeigned delight to me to reflect that I have been enabled 
to bear a part in that great and glorious work of doing justice to 
our fellow countrymen in Ireland, irrespective of ancient prejudices, 
irrespective of religious difference,-justice, and no more than juf::-
tice, for when justice has been fulfilled concession likewise must 
be arrested. No doubt we did endeavour to give 
::iecurity to the Irish tenant. That was a new policy. The Iri h 
tenant now pursues his industry feal'less of being disturbed. " 

SIR W. LAWSON, M.P. 
Carlisle. Timas , Oct. 23, 1874. 5 E. 

He did not understand that Ireland then had any great legisln.
tive grievances, but he believed that some statesmen would 
r cognize sentimental grievances, which often worked as much or 
mor mischief than real griev:.mces. 

RT. HON. vV. E. GLADSTONE. 
Birmingham. Times. Jan. 2nd, 1877. 12 A. 

"You have referred to the condition of Ireland, the liberation of 
its conscience by the Disestablishment of the Church, and lho 
endeavour to heal its wounds by a reform of its land laws. . . . . . 
For after these great changes in Ireland,-changes which I am: 
very far from saying left nothing to be done with regard to the 
speciaJ condition of that country, but changes which have removed 
by far the greatest and most crying, and the most searching evils 01· 

public evils by which it was aftlicted-so far as these evils lie 
within the range of the legislaturo."-etc. 

'' I believe we have put into operation processes by which, not in a 
moment, but yet by a steady and sure advance, the Irishman will 
learn-to a great extent the Iri ·hman ha learnt-to cease to view 
in tho law of the Government of his country his natural 
onemy." . . . 

"I believe that all our questions of difficulty with Ireland ·will 
now be symptomatic and superficial." 

RIGHT HON. J. BRIGHT, M.P. 

Letter to Mr. J. G. JJicCartliy, Jltl. P. 

Times. Dec. 6th, 1879. 6 A. 

'' What you have written seems to me most worthy of consideration 
by the Government, and I hope something may be done ; but all 
Administrations am afraid of touching the proprietors of land, and 
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the rights of property a.re, I fear, deemed more sacred than the 
comfort and even the lives of the people. " ... 

" I think there is nothing which is possible and which it would 
be wise to do that might not be done for Ii-eland if her representa
tives in Parliament would unite with the Liberal Party in combinecl 
and honest action for the real benefit of their country. Whether 
such union will ever come I know not. Without it I fear your 
country an<l mine may suffer a long spell of the rule of the party 
which now directs the destinies of both." 

IRISH LAND QUESTION IN PARLIAMENT. 

QUESTION.-ANSWER BY RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE. 

Feb. 24, 1873. Hansard, ccxiv. 835. 

t under " They had arrived at the conclusion that for many important 
~tT~~~~;:ct questions the line ought to be drawn at £50 rental ; tha.t nndP.l' 
~elves tout £50 rental certain claims should exist, and that the tenant should 

Ac · not be permitted to contract himself out of the Act, because the 
House did not think that he had sufficient independence to enable 
him to contract fairly with his landlord. But above that line the 
House thought that the tenant was able to hold his own against 
the landlord. The Act drew a certain line and there 
wa.s no reason to think that that line had worked unsatisfactorily, 
and therefore he could say very distinctly that it was not the 
intention of the Government, as n.t present advised, to apply to Parlia
ment to amend the Act by repealing the 12th clause of the Act. It 
would be exceedingly mischievous if any donbts were to exist a 
to the intentions of the Government on the subject. They did 
not intend to propose themselves nor would they regard favourably 
any proposal from others to amend the Act in accordance with these 
views." 

Juno 2nd. 
Debate on amendment of Act of 1870 so far as it relates to the 

Ulster custom. 

March 20, llctnsanl, ccxxviii. 771 Sq. 
Debate on Bill of Jlr. Butt on Lancl Tenure (Ireland) . The basis 

qf the Bill 1rns the "three F's." 

LOl:W ELCHO. 
March 2D: 1876. 804. 

Quotation from pcech of the O'Connor Don in which he declined 
to support this Bill . 

THE O'D01 TQGHUE. 
March 29. 810. 

Deprecates the idea that the Irish landlords are at all tyrannical. 



RIGHT HON. HUGH LAW, M.P. 
June 29, 1876. Hansard, ccxxx. 624. Adjonrned Debate. 

680. Opposed to Fixity of Tenure. Fixity 

631. Subdivision of farms injurious. This would be encouraged nure. 

l;y Fixity of Tenure. 
632. Further objections to FiYity of Tenure. 
G33. " I will not adopt as my own the forcible language of 

'Philocelt,' a well-known Irish writer, in reference to 'Fixity of 
Tenure,' which, he said, would ' mite Ireland as with a curse; ' 
but I do very much fear that under the 2tereotyped, perhaps I 
might even say paralyzing system, that these proposals would force 
upon us, the last state of poor Ireland, would, in respect of agri
culture at least, be worse than the first." Absenteei m undesirable, 
and would be increased by this measure. 

634. Valuation of rents mischievous. F.i~ity of Tenure and valua- Va.lued Rent 
iion of rent would tend to prevent competit10n for land, and so pre-
vent frish labourers from ever becoming farmers. Competition 
desirable ; attempts to check it futile and impolitic. 

635. Capricious eviction has beon almost wholly stopped by Eviction. 

the penalties imposed by the Act of 1870. 
636. Evictions by landlords in 1875, &c., for other causes than 

non-payment of rent about 1 in every 2,000 holdings. Average of 
decrees to tenants in 222 cases was £87. 

637. Largest number of land cases by far aro e in Ulster ; pro
portion for the provinces for every 10,000 holdings above an acre 
being, Ulster 39, Leinster 6, Connaught 5, Munster 4. 

Bishop of C1oyne in 1865 called Fixity of Tenure an "exaggera
ted claim.' 

THE O'CONOR DON. 
June 20, 1876. 674 Sq. 29. 

Opposed to the Bill as monstrously unfair. 

704:. 
705. 

ystem. 

MARQUIS OF HARTINGTO_ . 
June 20, 1876. 702 Sq. 

Speech of Mr. Law had expressed hi~ view.' . 
This Bill would t nd to increase middlemen, a bad 

706. He could not see how either now or in future the Irish 
could benefit by any legislation interfering with competition for ancl 
_price of land. 

Debate on Proposecl Inqniry int.a Lc.oul Bill of 1870. 

RIGHT HON. G. SHAW-LEFEVRE, :ThI.P. 
April 27, 1877. Hanscml ccxxxiv. 

G2. Land Act of 1870 had benefite l both landlords and tenants ;:~~~- of 'l 

G3. " The time had not arrived, nor ·was it near, when it would Valued Ren 

be possible to review the working of the Act, nor would the Honse, 
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within any reasonable period, accede to either Fixity of TenUl'e or· 
rents fixed by independent valuers." 

He was obliged to vote against the motion, because-
64. ''It was directly in conflict with the ideas of English members 

with regard to property and because he had propounded doctrines 
which it WliS practically impossible should be adopted by an English 
House of Common .. " 

MARQUIS OF HARTINGTO~. 
April 27, 1877. 

97. Could not vote for motion because of principles it embodied. 
It meant valued rents, "and a principle which involved valued rents 
appeared to him to conflict altogether with the freedom of contract." 
The Land Act was not intended to upset the ordinary relations of 
landlord and tenant. "He was not convinced that the prosperity 
of Ireland would be advanced or improved by the adoption of an 
altogether new and untrietl system, instead of that which had been 
found to work, on the whole, in a satisfactory manner.'' 

· 98. "He should be adverse to an enquiry if it were supposed by 
the people of Ireland that it was intended to be a prelude to l gisla
tion or new principles for the purpose of establishing Fixity of 
Tenure and tile valuation of rent ." 

Land Tenure (Ireland) Bill. 

THE O'CONOR DON. 
Feb. 6, 1878. Hansard, ccxxxvii. 1187 Sq. 

Opposed to Bill as tending to confusion. l\fajority of landlords 
good. On the large and long settled e tates in Ireland the rent was 
often lower than the economical rent. 

He was in favour of leaving terms and contract and all agree
ments in land perfectly free. For It-is alternative scheme, see 11 V2 Sq. 

N.B.-There were in this year several debates on various points 
connected with tho tenure of land in Ireland, but un none of them, 
with the exception noted above, was any speech deli-rnred by those· 
members whose opinion was desired in thi index. 

I-Ianscml, ccxlvi, 346. 
Long debate on Irish Land Bill moved by Mr. Shaw. No, 

speeches made by prominent Liberals. Motion rejected on proposition 
of Sir S. Waterlow.-DiYision list No. D3. 

May 20~ 187V. Hcmscml, ccxvvi. 795. 
Bill on Tenant Right (Ireland) Bill introduced m the Hou o of 

Lords by Lord Belmore. 

DUKE OF ARGYLL. 
807. Opposed by Duke of Argyll as rendered unnecessary by 

Land Bill of 1870. 



THE 

DEFENCE OF PROPERTY IN IRELAND. 

MANSION HOUSE FUND. 

REPORTS 
JrnAD AT A MEETING OF TIIE COMMITTEE, 

On N01 1e1nbcr 7th, 1882. 

----

1.lonbon: 

PRINTED BY JAS. TRUSCOTT & SON, 
SUFFOLK LA E~ E.C. 

1882. 





THE MANSION HOUSE FUND 

FOR THE 

DBl~ENCE OI{ PROPERTY I N IHEL AN D. 

FOU N OED DEC E M BE R, 1881. 

~h e ¢ommitLcc. 

ALL>l£R.\1AN 'IH Joli ' \Vill'l"l'AK.l!lH. ELLlS BAR'l'. (LOH.u MAYU1 1881-:.!), Clwirmu11. 

TUE DUKE Olf Bli:AU¥0lt'l', K.G. 
T1u; DuKw Ol!' BEOl!'01w, KG. 
TH.I<.: DUK.Ii: 0¥ B CKrNGllA)l ANIJ 

UHANDOol; G.C .. I. 
Tim D Kl£ o~· UTHEHLAND, KG. 
Tm..: Dutrn OF W.1!1 TMU\S'l'Ell, K.G . 
THE D KB 0¥ AlH:ROUll ' K.G. 
TilE MAllQ H:i OF LANSDOWN]!;, 

1'.UE 11ARQ L ' o~· lit<.:ADl•'OllT. 

'L'H.K .MAllQUli:l 0 1•' 'vVA'l'Eltlt'UJtO, K .I'. 
'1'1rn :MAWJ ts 01<' S'l'AFFOHD, M. P. 
TUI!: MAllQUli:l 01'' liAMlLTON. 

Tl:iE :li.ARtJUl. 01<' ORMONDE. 

Tim EAHI, F1nw1LLIAM, KG. 
Tm..: l!:AltL 01<· DART.u:ou·ru. 

'l'UE EAltL OF YAB.B0110UGI! . 

TUE 1£AHL 0.1!' LI 'TOWt<.:L, K.P. 
TH.I<.: °EAUL Ul<' KlLMOREY. 

TUE EAHL 01<' FIFE, K.T. 
Tl:it<.: EAHL C...:AllUi::l. 
T.l:lE EAHL 01•' COOllTOIVN. 

LOltD OLA DE J. HAMILTON, M.P. 
Lotw GEORGE HAMlLTO ', M.P. 
LORD COLlN CAMPBELL, M.P. 
Lono DE L'faLE AND DunLEL 
YISCOON'l' CRANBROOK, G.C.S.l. 
V1scou T POWERSCOURT, K.P. 

VI 'COUN'l' BURY, K.0.M.G. 
VISCOUNT B ARRINGTON. 

Vr:-;oouN'l' .FOLKESTONE~ :.\ l. P. 
Lonn Ewuo, )LP. 

LORD DHHff. 

LORD S ' 1''¥rnLu, K .U.B. 
LORI> PE ' ZANCE. 

LORD DUN::!At\ Y. 

Lon.n 'OL\' ILL}<] cw CuL!w:-;::i, K.T. 
LOllD DOilCliE ' TEl\. 

Lonn AvELAND. 

HON . E . DlGBV, .M.l'. 
Hot. . .E. 011AN u u · LEibH , Q c. 
l:lo~ . K R. BouHK.K 
HON. H . L. Buumrn. 
Ho · . W.LEloELtT1rn v1:1. . 
Ho -. L. Ac:A1t-l.~LL1::i. 

RIGHT Ho~. E. P. BllU\' .ElHJJ;. 

H. tGHT HON. G. UUB LTT, M.P. 
MAJ OR·GENEllAL rn H. GIUih:N , 

K.C...: .S.I. 
Sm Jou.x Lu.13BU 'K, BAH.T., 1\.LP. 

!Lt c. H. ~lILL -, BAltT., M.P. 
Mlt. A.Lh'l 1'.:D DE ROTH.S<J.liJ LD. 

Sm JuL1 N GoLDSMlD, BA ttT. 

Sm TH.EYOR LA WREN GE, HAltT., M. 1-'. 
THE Go,·E1lNOlt OF T.H.E BANK. o~ 

ENGLAND. 

MR. Hb:KRY HUCl'-S GIBBS. 

Sm J. M'GAttJJ:L Ho,;u, BAnT., K.C. B., 

M.P. 
Sm E. CoLE.131lOuK, BAB.T., M.P. 
Sm H . l!'LKr 'RER, BAttT. , M.P . 
Sm.. G l.!lOrnrn Bow Yim, BA ItT. 

T H E M A YO Ll OF liE~'lflELD . 



~he (t ommittee-continued. 
TH~ MAYOll OF SWANSEA. 

Mn. J. HUG nEe, J.P. (EX-NA YOH OF 
LIVERI'OOL). 

THE LORD PROVOST OF GLASGOW. 

ALDEil~AN Sm R. W. CARDEN, M.P. 
MR. ALDERMAN LAWRE 'CE, M.P. 
At,DERllA Sm B. S. Prrn, LIPS. 

ALDERMAN Sm F. '\VY ATT T11uscoTT. 

MR. ALDERll!AN STAPLES. 

ALDERMAN Sm R. HANSON. 

Sm W. A. OGG. 

Sm ERASM s WILSON, F.R.S. 
Sm G. H . CIIAMDERS. 

Sm H. W. TYL11m, M.P. 
JR W. T . CIIAilLEY, Q.C. 

:M11. SA::'IILEL Monun·, M.P. 
Mn. TIE ·uv CnAPLJ ", M .P. 
11111. F. J. s. FOLJA::'IInE, l'ILP. 
Mtl . MARRIOTT, Q c., 1if.P. 
Mil. CTIAS. M ' llllAY, M.t>. 
:Mn. E . HE ' EAGE, M.P. 

MAJOR-GENERAL BunNAnY, M.P. 
Mn. JORN Arnn. 

Mn. A. M. KAVANAGrr. 

Mn. 0. T. L UCAS. 

MR. T. LUCA. 

Mn. F. A. LUCAS. 

MR. J. M 'MA TER. 
Mn. F. CIIARSLEY. 

MR. s. HOARE. 

MR. F. M . HUTH. 

Mn. JERvor E S:mTH. 

Mn. Jorrn FLEMING. 

Mn. WALTER MORRISON. 

MR. J. w. BrncH. 
Mn.. J. D. ALL ROFT. 

Mlt, RB. WADE. 

Mll. \T . PlllDEA :x:. 
Mn. U. 11. DocmEE. 
Mn. N. P. Snms. 
Mn. E. EA TO!\. 

CAPT. s. II. MAXWELL. 

l~anhe i s. 

TIIE BANK OF E ' GLAND. 

;\Jn. W. J. SOULSDY, Mansion Hou~e. Mn. II. WRIGHT: Stafford Hou c, St. 
James . 



REPORT. 

AT a l\fe ting oft.he Committee held at tho Mansion House 
on Tuesday, November 7th, 1882, tho LORD ~IAYoR (. ir J. 
\VmTTAKRR ELLI.') presiding, the following ro1 orts from Cnpt. 
'omorset Mnxwoll, tho Director of tho Property D fence 

Association, ancl Mr. ~ . .J. Dudgeon, the Hon .• . c. of tho 

Em rg nc) ommitteo, were road :-

PROPERTY DEFENCE ASSOCIATION, 

4, HE RIETTA ,-'TUEET, DunLI , 

Novem,ber 4th, 1882. 

1\Iy LouD lAYoR, l\IY Lmms, AND GENTLEMEN, 

I have the honour to submit for your consi leration 
my Report of tho work that has been carried on in Ireland by 
the Property Defence Association from the 1st January to tho 
31st October, 1882. 

I have prepared for your information-
lst. A retum which sots forth in numerical order every 

ca.se of the Gl 7 in which application for assistance has been 
rocei ved between the dates above m ntioned, and sho\YS tho 
name of the applicant in each instance, the nature and elate 
·of application, and, finally, the manner in which each case was 
dealt with by the Association, and the ultimate result of its 

opemtions . 
2nd. A statement showing the .actual cost of each of the 

cases above alluded to, with a supplementary statement of the 
cost of those cases in which application was received previous 
to the 1st January, 1882, but which have been either 

partially or entirely carried out since that date. 

3rd. An abstract of work done, by which it appears that 
since the 1st January last, 122 sal s of farms, and 83 sal s of 
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cattle have been att nded by ag nts of the Association; 622 
caretakers, 320 labourers, and 216 bailiffs have been supplied; 
and 257 writs served or posted. 

This abstract also shows an amount of £88, 702 17 s. 6d. 
as having been realised in various ways, but I must ask you to 
bear in mind that this amount only represents the instances 

in which I haye been able to procure accurate and reliable 
information as to the sum recover d at the time of salo or 
seizure, and contain no estimate, eith r of sums recovered in 
which no cl finite report as to the amount was received, 01· of 
those instances in which the r covery of a comparatively 
small amount at th time of action has been th signal 
for cessati.on of re ·istance, and consequent payment of rent 
throuo-hout most probably a larg di8trict. 

It would be impo sible for the Association to carry out its 
undertakings with efficacy and xpedition \Yithout the' main
tenance of a considerable number of ag nts and labourers, not 
only at headquarter , hut also at different cl pots throughout 
the country ; by th se means assistance can be rendered upon 
the shortest notice, and with that promptnes. which is in 
many case. essential to Rncccs · and further, each important 
district is placed under the care of a trust d agent, who is re
sponsible for the welfare of the men, and for the prop r p r
formance of their duties. 

The accompanyinO' statement '"ill show the number of those 
depots with th cost of maintaining them. 

The only other return I have considered it necessary to pre
pare is the balance heet of the ssociation, showing the total 
amounts received from all sources from the 1st January to 
31st October, 1882, and th expenditure classed under the 
different heads of office expenses, mtges, ec., during th same 
p riod. 

I will now pass on to the actual work clone dming the past 
t 11 months, and will explain, a. · briefly as pas ·ible, its general 
character, and the various conditions under which the assis
tance of the AsRoc.iation has been ought, selecting from each 
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class of cases one or two which I may consider either as typical 
of the majority, or as deserving notice for some special rea.son. 

The case the _\.ssociation have had to deal with may be 
cla.s. ·eel under five principal heads. 

l.'t. Procuring sale for farm produce or other goods whieb, 
owing to the practice known <L boycotting, their ownerH have 
been unable to di po of locnlly. 

2n<l. Providing ag nt. · to attend at Sheriffs' .·id s of cattle, 
or the inter st of tcnauts in their farms which would have 
been abortive but for the pre ence of a bic1d r to force the 
tenants either to pay th ir htwful debts, or to see their pro· 
perty bouaht and carried nwa)' before their yer-;. 

3rd. upplying car takerr-; for forms which the Lttnd League 
had do reed should Ii waste, and which, but for their presence, 
would either become a ommon, trespassed upon from all 
side , or else be utilised by the victed tenant, who, comfortably 
installocl in a neighbour's hou:·e, or Land L ague hut, woul<l 

graze his cattle, cut hi. corn, and set landlord, agent, ttnd ttll 
the machinery of the law at defiance. 

4th .. 'upplyino· labourers. In many instances in livitluals, 
for acting inclepend@tly and refusing to obey the luw of the 
Land League, have been ph ced under its ban, ttnd have been 
unable to procme labourers to saye Lheir crops. The edict had 
!tone forth that the latt r should rot in the ground, arnl surh 
is he terror inspired b) the means used by the agents of the 
Land Lengue to enforce their orders, that money would 
not procure men in the neighbourhood daring enough to 

disobey thel!l. 
The Property Defence Association is in a pm>ition, by 

suppl_ying labourers at short notice in any part of Irela.nd, to 
checkmate the dishonest and lawless in their effort to starve 
others into submission to their commands, and to render 
harmless the once dread a weapon of boycotting. 

5th. Supplying bailiffs. Sheriff. and officers of the Jaw 
would find it impossible to carry out their operations without 
the assistance of experienced ancl fp,su·less men, such as the 
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Property Defence Association has at its disposal. Seizures of 
stock, crops, &c., had become an impossibility in many parts 
of the country owing to the combination that existed, and the 
rapidity with which stock, or even crops, could be removed 
upon the Sheriff's approach being heralded in the usual 
manner by the blowing of horns, ringing of bells, &c. ·with
ont men to assist him in the execution of his c.luti s tho 
Sheriff \\·oulil have been au obj ct of ridicule, and tho arm of 
the law completely paralysed. 

Tho first class of cases, viz., tho disposal of boycotted goods, 
is one that has almost disappeared. 

Duriug the first year of the existence of the Association 
numerous ap1 lications were receiv cl for assistance to dispose of 
farm produce and other goods, such as butter, corn, fruit, &c., 
which, for tho reasons alluded to n.boYe, their owners had been 
unable to sell at the local fairs and markets. uch "as the 
organisation then existing in tho country that immediately 
upon the cart, or stock, of a bo) cotted farmer appearing at a 
fair or market, the \YOrd \YUS passed round, a watch set upon 
them, ancl not a man would be found daring enough to make 
an offer. I have even known instances where, after a bar ·ain 
had been completed, the intending purchaser, upon receiving 
intimation that tho seller 'vas a boycotted man, precipitately 
withdrew and refused to pay the money or take the goods. 

·when, howe er, it became generally known that there was 
an Association in Dublin ready to assist farmers, or others 
who were unable to find local sale, and that through its 
assistance, the boycotted was enabled to procure higher 
prices in the Dublin markets than the boycotter could ex
pect from tho country dealers (which latter were then the 
only sufferers), the practice was depri10c1 of most of its 
terrors, and is now but seldom resorted to. I ha1e no 
hesitation in saying that this happy result is mainly due to 
tho existence of organisations such as ours, and that wer they 
to cease it would soon be found that one of the earliest 1 sons 
of tho Land League is by no means forgotten. 
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The secornl class of cases, viz., the attendance of an agent 
at Sheriffs' sales, calls for no very partjcular comment. 

A refractory tenant's chattels are seized under a writ of 
.fl. fa ., and advertised for sale, which sale, in the absence of 
an agent of the Association, ends in the tenant returning 
with hil:l goods and the landlord without his rent. A a rule, 
howev r, no sale is hel 1 without the presence of one of our 
agents, and the result is, in most cases, the surrender of the 
tenant and the vindication of the rights of property. 

It may be worth mentioning that out of the eighty-three 
sales of cattle attended this year by our ag nts, in only five 

or six have the tenants allowed them to become the pur
chasers, thus showing that it was the will aml not the abiliLy 
that wa wanting to pay their debts. 

In tho tbil'<l. clas , viz., LlrnL f car taker·, we have at tbi" 
moment 239 in our employment. They occupy evicted farms 
in parties of from two to six men, occasionally by one man, 
whose duty is to guard the lands from trespa s, and keep the 
fences in repair. These duties are often mo t harassing, and 
attended with considerable clanger. The men have occasion
ally been fired at, on two occasions the houses have been burnt 
over their heads, and at all times their duties are attended 
with no ordinary amount of privation and discomfort. I would 
call your special attention to three examples of this class of 
case, which have occurred during the current year. 

On the 9th July, in the neighbourhood of Killarney, a 
caretaker in the employment of the Earl of Kenmare was 
shot, and the terror was so great that no one would go near 
the farm. Application was made to the Association, and 
upon the 21st July two men were sent down to the locality, 
where they still remain under police protection. Particulars 
of the outrage appeared in the newspapers and attracted much 
notice at the time, and the mornl effect of the arrival of our 

car takers, and their residence in such a district, is stated to 

be very considerable. 
I will quote another case in this class, which "ill show in 
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the first place the valuable a .. i tance the A sociation has been 
able, through the supp rt received from your Lordship's Com
mittee, to give to those in reduced circum tances, and in the 
second the demoralising effect th teaching of the Land 
League bas upon the people of the country. 

Mrs. Holmes, a widow lady, paid a head rent upon a farm 
at Ballymacshamboy, near Charl ville, in the County Lime
rick, and had let it for years to a man named Conolly, who, at 
the time the agitation commenced, was a solvent man, but 
refused to pay his rent, though able to do so. He was ac
cordingly evicted, but lived in a Land League hut erected 
upon the boundary of the farm, and defied any one to enter 
upon it. Mr . Holme ... applied for as istance in March last, 
an 1 four men were sent down, but were obliged to return on 
a count of the impo si ility of pro uring pro i ions or fu 1. 
They were, however, sent out again in September, aud are 
now in possession (spe ial permis ion having been obtained 
from the Mansion H use Committee that they should be 
supplied free of charge), and are herding the cattle which 
Mrs. Holmes has been enabled by their presence to place 
upon the farm. The efendant Conolly, who at the time of 
his eviction was a solved man, has since taken to intemperate 
habits, and has nothing but the doctrines of the Land League 
to thank for having altered his position from that of a com
fortable farmer to that fa drunken pauper. 

The third instance w· ich I think worthy of your notice is 
a case in which caretak rs had been supp~ied free of charge to 
a widow named Mrs. Petty, who had been subjected to very 
considerable persecutioL at the hands of the Land League, 
and had thereby been reduced to pecuniary want, but was 
still willing and anxious to hold out against her assailants. 
Two caretakers were sent to Carrowkeel, within ten miles of 
Ennis, County lare, upon the 1st August. Upon the 2nd 
September a mob assembled and fired the house; the men 
escaped with their lives. but every article which they had in 
their possession was burnt. Upon receipt of the intelligence 
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the Association sent down tradesmen, who repaired the 
damages done, putting on new roofs, doors, windows, &c., 
ancl the same two men, nothing daunted, again went into 
po session, and are carrying out their duties as caretakers 

at this moment. 
In many cases (as, for instance, ase 448, see detailed 

report) the tenants refuse to come to terms unless the 
caretakers appear upon the scene ; but when they find that 
they are actually in possession, and intend to remain there, 
they come to their senses, and th ir debts are paid. 

In the fourth clas::i, i.e., that of labourers, I would draw 
your attention to Case No. 513, in which the Court of 
Bankruptcy found itself bo cotted, and was compelled to 
apply to the Property Defence Association for assistance in 
cutting and saving 100 acres of m adow at Ballyvodock, 
County Wexford. 

Eleven men with four horses and all the machinery neces
sary for haymaking were accordingly despatched upon the 
29th August, and the work has progre sed most satisfactorily, 
about 280 tons of hay having been saved. The detailed 
report will show several other cases of a similar nature, in all 
of which application has been made to the Association on 
account of the order of the Land League having gone forth 
that the crops should rot in the ground. · 

I now come to the fifth and last cla2s of cases which have 
been d alt with, in which the operation of the Association 
has had most striking results, and in which their efforts have 
been attended with the most unqualifi c1 success. 

The organisation and canying out of seizures under 
Sheriffs' wanants is an undertaking which, in the present 
state of the country, is one that requfres courage and skill of 
no ordinary kind. 

The best illustration of this will be to give a brief account 

of ome work which wa · most succetl fully accomplished. 
When a tenant knows that a writ of )Z. fa. is out against 
him for rent, he and all his neighbours are on the look-out 
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for the slightest indication that the Sheriff or his de uty 
mean to put the Jaw in force and to seize his property; 
should any one known to be in communication with the 
landlord, agent, or Sheriff be seen in the vicinity of his farm, 
the word is passed round, and upon the Hlightest sign of 
anything partaking of the nature of an expedition, or party of 
bailiffs, the stock are driven off the land , and removed to 
some neighbour's farm (whose occupier is perfectly prepared 
to swear they are his), where they are kept until the baffled 
Sheriff with his accompanying escort have returned from their 
bootless errR.nd, and the exulting tenant keeps his rent in 
his pocket, and in triumph drives his cattle back upon his 
farm. 

All this was known to, and taken into consideration by, 
Mr. Gibson, the agent of the Association to whom was entrusted 
the conduct of (Mr. Percival's) Case No. 415. Major Tanner, 
the agent of tho state, had received a special warrant from 
the Sheriff, and was to act for him on the occasion, and with 
.i.,~ r. Gibson planned the expedition. 

No one in connection with landlord, agent, or Sheriff was 
seen in the neighbourhood for some days previous, but at 
two on the morning of the 31st August, Major Tanner, 
accompanied by Mr. Gibson, arrived upon the lands, where 
they were joined in about a quarter of an hour by fifteen men, 
who dropped in one by one, ha ing proceeded according to 
order from the different stations through the country where 
they were acting as caretakers, one man being withdrawn 
from each post for the time being. 

The party then proceeded to surround tho cattle in the 
fields, and to guard every outlet by which they could be 
driven away should the tidings arrive of the approach of the 
military and police, who were timed to arrive at four A..M. 

They then collected the outlying stock and drove them into 
the field which was their base of operations, so that, on the 
anivu.l of the protection party, they were ready for an 
immediate start, which was accordingly made, and every head 
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of cattle seized was safely lodged m th pound before their 
owners knew that they were off their lam1 . 

The immediate result of this stroke was the recovery of 
£ 1 4 19s. 7cl., and the effe t which it has produced in the 
neighbourhood is most remarkable. One of the worst districts 
in Tipp rary is now peaceable, and the tenant. having been 
thoroughly out-manamvr d and b aten are di posed i.o how a 
more friendly spirit towards the agent of the property and the 
employes of the Property Defence Association. 

In addition to the above case, Mr. Gibson lia.s b en success
ful in carrying out other seizur s in the same county, and 

equ< lly satisfactory re ults haYe att ndecl the efforts of l\1r. 
8punner, another ao·ent, who is in charge of the depot at rI w 
Pallas, County Limerick. 

Ca e 557 may require some e.·1 lanation. 
The plaintiff was a lady namcLl Rus ·ell, and tho defendant 

a market gardener near Limerick, who, being a leacling 
rnemb i· of the Land League, had refused to pay hi · r nt. 
His chattels were seized, and a considerable number of plants, 
&c., bought by the lady, which the tenant defied her to 
remoYe. She accordingly applied to the Association, who 
sent men, horses, an<l carts, removed tho purchased goods, 

packed them in the train for Dublin, and left the dupe of the 
Land League lamenting the folly which had in luced him to 
allow property to th value of £80 to be sold for £10. 

The abo·rn few exampl ·, selected from out the great number 
of cases we have been engaged in carrying out, will, I trust, be 
sufficient to . atisfy you of the Yaluable work the Association 

has been, and is, doing in tlie cause of law and order in 
Ireln.nd. The continued, I may almost say unvarying, success 
which has attended its movements has create 1 for it a certain 
prestige which has had the effect of making its opponent· 
more ancl more unwilling to come to a trial of strength with 
it. In every case where such has been attempted the cause 
of law and order has come off victorious, and the fiercer the 

struggle the more important the victory. 



The necessity for t e continuance of the As ociation is 
evident to all who a ·e acquainted with the true state of 
affairs in Ireland, and are anxious to , ee her freed from those 
evil influences which -urino· the last three J ears hav been 
crippling her resources, demorali. ·ing her people, and paralyi:;
jng her tra,d . Much f the pow r to harm has been remoYcd 
through the existence f such institutions us ours, but the 
will remains, and were those institutions to disappear: I bi.ve 
no doubt but that boycctting and resi.-tance to the law wouhl 
reviYe with redoubled vigour. 

The sums whi h, O\Yi11g Lo the energy, ability, and public 
, ·pirit shown by your L nlship and your Committee, have be n 
so generously snb.·cribetl by the English people, haYe enabled 
our Association to give assi tance upon a much larger and 
more liberal scale than we otherwi. ·e , houltl lrn v been in a. 
position to do, and, fudiermore, haye showu the di affect d 
and disloyal that our proceedings ha.Ye b en stamped with tbe 
mark of a.pproval by a large section of the English uatiou, 
und by the chief magist.ate of the richest and most powerful 
city in the world. 

In conclusion, on my O\rn behalf, as well as on that of tho 
lo:yal people of Ireland with whom I ha.ve come in contact, I 

beg to assure your Lord hip and the member. of the l\fansiou 
House Committee that the sympathy 'OU have sho" n with 
our cause, and the noble efforts you barn made on our Lehalf, 

will make your name, alrea.dy j ustl. celebr11ted for acts of 
benevolence and philantlropy, remembered \rith gratitude by 

those for whose assistance you established a. fund for the 
Defence of Property in Ireland. 

Your oledient Servant, 

So::.\IERSET H. l\L.x'l\'ELL, 

Dir!'cl01·, P1·ope1·ty Defence Association. 
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OFFICE OF THE E:Jrn1 GE~CY Co:JilUITTEE, 

-±9, Yomc STREET, DuBLIN, 

4th No1;ember, 1882. 

::.\IY LORD MAYOR, ~UY LORD ' AND GENTLEMEN, 

Since details of the operations of the Emergency 
Committee have from time to time appeared in the public 
papers it is only intend cl in this Report to give particulars 
of the work done by the Committee dUl'ing the period which 
has elapsed since the formation of the '' London :!\fansion 
House Committee," while also giving a brief outli11e of the 
work previou ly done. 

It may perha1 s be w 11 to mPntion hat the " Emergency 
Committee" is in connection with the Loyal Orange Institu
tion of Ireland, and that it has received valuable pecu11iary 
uid from the members of the Society throughout the Unitecl 
Kingdom, as also those in Au tralia and New Zealand. 

In the month of October, 1880, when mUl'clers and out
rag s to person and property 'Yere of daily occurrence in the 
South aucl West of Ireland, a11d persons were unable by 
reason of intimidation and violence to enforce their legal 
rights, the Central Committee of the Grand Orange Lodge 
of Ireland (which is composed of representafoes from the 
various counties) resolved that steps should ue taken to ex.tend 
aid to those of Her Majesty's loyal subjects in Ireland who 
were suffering per ecution at the bands of the illegal conspiracy 
known as the Land League. 

In taking this action it was considered that a Society 
organised like the Orange Society, and possessing great 
influence with the loyal portion of the labouring and operatirn 
classes in the North of Ireland, offerei i)eculiar advantages for 
opposing the designs of an Association like the Land League. 

Accordingly on the 19th day of October, 18 0, a Committee 
was formed, and at the half-yearly meeting of the Grand 
Orange Lodge of Ireland on the 2nd clay of December, 1880, 
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the action of tho Central Committee wns approYod of, ancl 
an enlargecl Committee was formed under the name of the
"Emergency Committee." 

The date of the establishment of the "Emergency Com
mittee" is therefore the 19th day of October, 1880, and 
sine that date to the 1st of November in. taut the Committee 
baye held one bunc1re1l and forty-five meetings. The om
mittee mts not formed for the protection of any particular 
class, but solely in the interests of law and ord r generally, 
and it is worthy of remark that the maj rity of its members 
are not landed proprietors. 

At first the efforts of the Committee w re mainly c.fo cted 
towards affording the means of self-de£ nee to 103 al subjects of 
Her Majesty in districts wher , by r ason of their numbers 
b ing few, they were expo eel to great clang r, anJ in organising 
the members of the Orange Institution so as to enable them 
to assist the authorities and defend themselves in the event 
of any disturbance of a serious character taking place. 

The Committee are a1rnre that their action in this matter 
had the effect of giving confidence to many loyal subj cts of 
Her 1\Iajesty in disturbed districts ancl preventing outrages, as 
the fact of arms having been distributed became known to the 

disaffected, and deterred them from attacking dwelling-house~ 
and committing other acts of violence. 

The first relief expedition despatched to the aid of a 
"boycotted" person was on the 11th day of January, 1881, 
when the Committee sent farm labourers to the assistance of 
Colonel O'Callaghan, D.L., County Clare. After this numer
ous parties of men were sent to different districts in Ireland to 
the assistance of persons whose labourers had deserted them 
in obedience to the mandate of the Land League. 

During the spring and summer of 1881 the Committee had 
upwards of 300 labomers, all from tho loyal pr01-ince of Ulster, 
1rnrking on " boycotted " estates and farms in nineteen 
different counties in Ireland. 

The local process-servers being either in the pay of the 
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Land League, or havi11g been intimidated by that body, 
refused to serve the writs of Her Madesty's Courts i11 cases 
where same had been issued for rent, and accordingly to 
meet this difficulty the Committee supplied men to serve 
such documents, and und r military and police protection 
upwards of one thousand writs were served by agents of the 
Committee from its establishment up to the 1st day of 

December, 1881. 
After writs had been served and judgments obtained the 

next obstruction adopted by the Land League was to prevent 
the plaintiffs i11 the several cases recovering the amount due 
to them by "boycotting ' the sale of the defendants' cattle or 
farms when put up for auction by the Sheriff. 

To counteract this the Committee sent persons (in almost 
every case gentlemen who volunteered their services) to attend 
at such sales, often at very great personal risk, whose in
structions were to bid for the property offered for sale and 
thus prevent the proceeding being rendered abortive. The 
first of these sales which was attended by a representative of 
the Committee took place at Dungarvan on the 14th day of 
February, 1881, when, notwithstanding the presence of a 
large mob, the full amount due was realised for the plaintiff, 
Count de la Poer, a Roman Catholic gentleman of property 
in the County Waterford. 

From that date down to the 1st of December last numerous 
sale · in different part of the country were attended by 
representatives of the Committee. 

It is estimated that by thr. attendance at such sales of agents 
of the Committee, and by their action in supplying labourers, 
upwards of £60,000 was secured for lando~ners and other 
law-abiding subjects of Her Majesty; but owing to the 
Committ e not having an accurate account of tho value of the 
crops saved, and the fact that in numerous cases where farms 

had been purchased by the representatives of the Committee 
settlements were subsequently anivec1 at between the partie8, 
it is impossible to fix, except approximately, the amount 
realised by the exertions of the Committee. 
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In addition to this, where possession had been recovered of 
farms, it became necessary, owing to the action of the Land 
League in locating th late tenants in proximity to their farms 
for the double purpose of intimidating others from taking the 
holdings and making use of them by grazing, &c., for the Com
mittee to provide caretakers to remajn in charge of the farms. 

A large number of men were accordingly supplied to act as 
caretakers. These men, owing to tho necessity for their 
being conversant with the use of firearms, were mainly 
composed of pensioners from Her Majesty's military and 
naval forces, and Royal Irish Constabulary or Army Reserve 
men, and they had to be armed and equipped by tho Com
mittee and conveyed with their baggage to distant parts of 
the country at very gr at expense. 

The total sum received by the ommittee from its forma
tion up to the 30th of November, 1881, amounted to 
£9,176 Os. 10d., which includ d 2,850 8s. received from 
Orange Lodges in th United King iom and the Colonies, 
and up to that date £8,980 17s. had been expended by the 
Committee. 

The work done by the Committee from the 1st of December, 
1881, up to the 1st of November instant, appears by the 
following abstract :-

ABSTRACT OF THE OPERATIONS OF THE E11IERGENCY COMMITTEE FROM THE 

lST DAY OF DECEMBER, 18 1, TO THE 1 T D.A.Y OF NOYEMBER , 1 82. 

Number of caretakers supplied to hold po se sion of vacant farm s... 158 
Number of men supplied to assist Sheriffs in executing works of .fi. 

fa. or possession, or to make seizures of stock under Special 
Warrants.... ...................................................................... 29 

Number of labourers supplied to cut and save crops on boycotted 
farms............................................................................... 86 

Number of cases in which Sheriffs' sales of stock or farms were 
attended by agents of the Committee................ ................... 420 

Cash reali ed by the attendance of such agents at the 
aforesaid sales, together with amount realised by 
sale of cattle sei1.ed by bailiffs in the mployment 
of the Committee under Special Warrants ........... £17,977 10s. lOd. 

Tumber of farms purchased in trnst for landowners.. .............. ...... 147 
Writ · of Summons for the recovery of laud or reut, and "otices of 

Sale of holdings under the Land Act, served or posted .by 
persons in the &nployment of the Committee........................ 33 
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The caretakers supplied during the period mentioned were 
located in the Counties of Clare, Cork, Dublin, Galway, Kerry, 
King's County, Limerick, Longford, Louth, Mayo, Queen's 
County, 'Tipperary, Westmeath, ·w exford, and "'\Vicklow, on 
the properties of Lords Hawarden, Lismore, l\fount Temple, 
Guillamore, Kilmaine, and Egmont, the Hon. Col. C. W. 
White, the Hon. R. J. Hancock, the Hon. Judge Townshend, 
Mr. R. Ferguson, Q.C., Mr. Henry Owen Lewis, D.L., 
Mr. R. J. Biron, Mr. W. K. Marshall, J.P., Mr. J. C. 
Brady, J.P., Mr. W . Potts, J.P., Mr. Henry Westrop, J.P., 
Mr. R. G. E. Mooney, D.L., Mr. John Neville Bagot, J.P., Mr. 
Walter Seymour, J.P., and a large numb r of oth r landed 
proprietors whose tenants had adhered to the "No Rent" 
manifesto. 

The supplying of men by the Committee to assist Sheriffs 
in c11rrying out writs and to act as bailiffs under special 
"arrants has resulted in the process of the law being carried 
out promptly. 

A very considerable sum has been realised during the past 
few months by seizures of cattle (chiefly in the County 
Tipperary) by men in the employment of the Committee, 
acting under special warrants. Prior to the establishment of 
this system, defaulting tenants, so as to avoid their cattle 
being seized, were in the habit of removing their stock during 
the rlay to some neighbouring farm, and then replacing 
them at night when there was no danger of a visit from 
the Sheriff, and in this way seizures of cattle were seldom 
made. 

To meet this difficulty the Committee advised applications 
to Sheriffs for special warrants, to be executed by men in the 
employment of the Committee. These seizures, which are 
usually made under military and police protection, take place 
generally about da break, and the dreacl of such visits has 
caused many tenants to pay when judgment was marked 
against them. The first of these seizures was effected at a 
place called Glengoole, near Newbirmingham, in the County 
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Tipperary, at three o'clock on the morning of the 15th 
clay of March last, and since that elate numerous other 
seizures have been s ccessfully carried out by men in the 
employment of the C mmittee. 

From tho 1st of D ember last up to the 1st of November 
instant the total amo ·nt receive l by the Committee from all 
sources was £5,759 13s. 4d., and the work detailed in the 
foregoing abstract has been carried out at an expense of 
£5,452 10s. 9d. 

In the receipts is included a sum of £985, being the 
amount granted from the funds of the '' Mansion House 
Committee " to aid the Committee in affording assistance in 
s veral pressing cases, and to purcha e farming implements. 
Tho following account shows the cases in which grants wer 
m~1do, and the amount expended by the Committee :-



Amount A.mount Balance m 

No. Name of Case. Amount of Expended by Expended in Hand . of Observations. Gran t. Exce,s of Ccmmittee to Committee. Grant. be Expended. 

£ s. d. 

I 

£ s. d. £ G. d. 
I 

£ s. d. I 
1 E. A. Neville ... .... .............. . 125 0 0 143 11 4 18 11 4 ...... 
2 Ewd. Tipping ....... .............. 20 0 0 20 0 0 ...... 

I 

...... 
3 - Freehill ...... .................... 20 0 0 ...... ······ 20 0 0 The landlord has requested the caretakers not 

be sent at present. 
4- Dean West ...... ................... 70 0 0 91 17 6 21 17 6 ...... 
!) - Ball. .............................. 40 0 0 I ...... ······ ~o 0 0 This grant wa made to provide men to protect 

I I 
the caretaker;'; but the Police have not yet 
been withdrawn. 

6 G. vV. Cooper ........ ............ 60 0 0 25 0 I) ...... 35 0 0 
7 Rev. E. Denny ........... ....... .. 50 0 0 142 2 10 92 2 10 ...... 
8 Capt. C1eagh ..........•........... 65 0 0 123 1 2 5 l 2 ...... I 9 Mrs. Murray ... .................... 50 0 0 86 10 10 36 10 10 ······ 10 Dr. Baldwin ....... .. ............... 70 0 0 185 5 3 65 5 3 ······ 

11 N. Caldwell... ..................... 90 0 0 12 l9 6 3 rn 6 ...... Richard Roache (late Sergt. 3rd Buff ), one of 
the caretakers in lhis ea e, wa murdered 
on 17th April last, and the funeral ex-
pense!', and co~t of bringing his remains 
to Dublin, were pai d by the Committee. 

12 H. O.Lewis ................. .. .... . 200 u 0 365 9 !) 165 9 5 ...... 
13 For purchase of machinery ... 125 0 0 I 127 0 0 2 0 0 ...... 

I 
I 

985 0 0 
I 

13 17 10 498 17 10 !)5 0 0 
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Besides this amount, a sum of £215 was paid by Mr. 
Kavanagh out of the ''Mansion House Fund," for compress
jng a large quantity of hay on the estate of Dr. Twi s, at 
Birdhill, ounty Tipperary, which had been saved in the 
:ummer of la ·t year by men in th m1 loyment of this Com
mitte at very gr at expense. Dr. Twi ·s had been "boy
cotted'' for instituting proceedings against his tenants, und it, 
was felt that unless the hay was removed for sale to England 
the effect of the expedition woul l be lost. 

Accordingly the Committee represented the matter to 
l\Ir. Kavanagh, who kindly defrayed the co. t of having the 
h y compressed, and it was shipped and sold in Liv rpool. 

The result of the removal of the hay bas be n that no attempt 
was made this year to "boycott" the meadows, and a much 
larger sum was realise b~ letting them thun in former years. 
It ifl, perhaps, \Yell to remark that the meadows were always 
let by auction to local farmers, and that the result of tl1 hay 
being cut by the Committee and. its remornl to England was 
that those who had been accustomed to purchase it had to 
procure haj eisewhere at a largely-incr a eel cost, h nee the 
fact that "boycotting" was not reHorted to this year. It is 
the belief of the Committee that had the hay remained on the 
ground and not b en removed to England the meadow.· 
woulcl again have been "boycotted," as the local Land 
Leaguers would have believed they could have ompelled Dr. 
Twiss to let them have the ha at whatev r price they chose 
to offer for it. 

A salutary lesson has been taught in this case, and the 
Committee believe th re will be no further "boycotting" in 
the locality in question. 

It will be seen by th foregoing abstract of the operation. 
of the Committee that they huve been enabled, and that at 
comparatively small expense, to aff01·d valuable aid to those 
who are endeavouring under great difficulties to assert their 
1 gal rights in Ireland, and the Committee confidently believe 
that to their act.ion, in conjunction with that of the "Property 
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Defence As. ociation," is to be attributed in a great measure 

the improv ment which bas ta,ken place in the state of the 

couutry. 
It is, perhaps, not known that the member· of the Committe 

and its honorary officers giv their time and services gratui

tously, and that, with the exception of t e staff of labourers, 

hn,iliffs, &c., th only paid persons connected with the Committee 

Rine its formation are two clerks in the offi ·e of the ommittee, 

who rec ive the moderat salary of thirty shillings per week 

en.ch. 
Hn<l th 'ommitt e c tabl1. heel the syst m of having 

offi ials i11 receir t of large salaries they could not haYe 

achieved the great aruolll1t of succes: which has attended 

tb ir efforts, as the funds placed at the:ir disposal would hav 

be u thereby climinishe l 
From the fact that the ommittee "\Y re in a position 

within a few hours to supply from the ~ orth of Ireland any 

number of men which might L required they refrained from 

kerping a regular staff of men who would base to be paid 

whether at work or not, and onl.v employed. m n wh n 

nrtlmlly required, and in this way much unne · ssary xp n::; 

was avoided. 
It will be seen that the total sum rec iv cl by the Com

mitt e in subscriptions ancl otherwise from it formation to 

the Lt of November instant, amounts to £14,935 14s. 2d., 
and of this £3,146 19s. ld. was subsci·ibecl by Orange Lodges 

in England, Scotland, Irelan l, and the 'olonies. The 

n,mount Stlb cribed by rnemb rs of th Orange Society is 

rendered remarkable from the fact that t]ie gr atcr portion of 

those who subscribed w re not affected b the Land agita

tion, and the circum tance that of this s urn £7 58 6s. 7 d. was 

forwarded by Orangemen in the 'olonie , "hos only interest 

in the struggle going on in Ireland was their loyalty and attach

ment to the British Crown and Constitution, and their desire 

to nable the 'ommittee to defeat the de ign · of the di. affected 

in Ir lttnd. 
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The entire workir.g expenses of the Committee, including 
printing, advertising, postage, telegrams, salaries to office 
assistants, &c., are rnder £1,500. 

The members of the Committee, recognising that leading 
obligation of their loyal Order, which binds every Ora.ngeman, 
"as far as in him lie', to assist the magistrates and civil 
authorities of these i.ingcloms in the lawful execution of their 
duties," have from the commencement given their service· 
cheerfully and gratu:tously to tho great cause al.id 'important 
duty of resisting thE designs of a lawless and unscrupulous 
conspiracy. 

In concludjng th~s brief sketch of their operations, tho 
Committee wi ·h to r.3cord their grateful sense of the courtesy 
and promptitude clis_ layed by Mr. Kavanagh in entertaining 
and acknowledging their ap1 lications for aid, an l of the 
interest in their proceedings which he has constantly evinced. 

I have the honour to b 

Your obedient 'ervant, 

ATHOL J. DuDGEO 

JJon. Secrela1·y, Eme1·gency Committee . 
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RESOLUTIONS. 

1. Moved by Viscount Folkestone, 1\lf.P., seconded by Sir 
W. T. Charley, Q.C. (Common Se1jeant), and carried:-

" That tho reports of the Property Def nee Association and 
the Emergency Committee be printed and circulated, with an 
appeal for further subscriptions in aid of the Mansion House 
Fund for the Def nee of Property in Ireland." 

2. Mov cl by Mr. . D. Allcroft, seconded by 1\'Ir. Alderman 
Staples, and carried:-

" That having 1 ard th very interesting and important 
statements of Mr. Kavanagh and Captain Maxwell, the Com
mittee, believing that a continuance of its organisation in 
England is of material assistance to the Associations for the 
Def nee of Property in Ireland, and to the maintenance of law 
and order, deems it inexpedient that it should dissolve, and 
that tho present members of the Committee be requested to 
continue to act as heretofore." 

3. Moved by Mr. Alderman Staples, seconded by Viscount 
Folkestone, M.P., and carried :-

"That Sir John Whittaker Ellis, Bart., be requested to 
continue his valuable services as Chairman of the Mansion 
House Committee, and that a desire be expressed to the 
incoming Lord Mayor that he will p~rmit the Committee to 
hold their meetings at, and conduct their correspondence 
from, the Mansion House." 
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4. Moved Ly the Lord l\la) or, seconded by Viscount 

]olkestone, M.P., and carried:-

" That the thank· of the Committee of the Mansion Hou ·e 
Fnnd for the Def nee of Prop rty in Ireland are minently 
due, and are her by unanimously accorded to ~ . M'Murrough 
Kavanagh, E q., J.P., who, upon the invitation of the Com
mittee, and at much personal sacrifice of time and labour, 
undertook the very clifficult and responsible position of Com
missioner for th due application of the Fund to secme th • 
very important ends for which it was raised. The loyal, 
fearles. , and able manner in which th se arduous duties 
have been performed by Mr. Kavanagh entitles him to the 
very hearty acknowledgments, not only of this Uommittee, 
but of all interested in the preservation of law and order, 
and the r •storatiou of pea e and pro p rity in the sister 
kingdom. 

"That this resolution be uitably emblazoned and fram d, 
signed by the Lord Mayor, and pre ·ented to Mr. Kavanagh." 

4. Moved by ~ ir W. T. harley, Q.C., Common 8erjeant, 
seconded by Mr. Alderman Staple ·, and carried :-

" That the best thanks of this Uommitte be conveyed to 
Captain 8omerset Maxwell, the Director, and the other officen; 
of the Property De£ nee Association, and those of the Emer
gency Committee for the able and zealous manner in which 
they have carried out their very arduous and dangerous work 
in protecting propeity in Ireland, and the Committee con
gratulates the pu b1ic on the successful way in which the preser
vation of law and order has been conducted in the various cases 
in which the Association have acted by the able officers to 
whom the work was entrusted." 

5. fornd by the Earl of CourtO\rn, seconded by Mr. A. 
1\1. Kavanagh, and carried:-

" That the most cordial thanks of the Uommittee of the 
Mansion House Fund for the Defence of Property in Ireland 



Le accorded tho Right Hon. Sir John Whittaker Ellis, BarL., 
Lorcl Mayor, for having originated and carried out an organi
sation which has proved most efficient and successful for the 
objects for which it was promoted; and for the judgment, 
ability, and unwearying diligence which he has devoted to it, 
amid the many other objects connected with his high office.'' 

( 'igued) WILLIAM J. SOULSBY, 

HENRY WRIGHT, 
Sec,.etaries. 





THE LAND ACT. 
BY 

SIR EDWARD SULLIVAN, BART. 

IT is related that one day Southey, overflowing with 
excitement, was describing how every minute of his time 
was occupied by various pursuits of business and pleasure, 
when a Quaker, who had been listening, asked quietly, 
"Friend Southey, when dost thou think? " Perhaps the 
Ministers more immediately responsible for the present con
dition of Ireland would rather not think just now; but let 
them be of good cheer! Physiologists assure us that the 
thoughts of ''superior persons" are always self-laudatory. 
Certainly one might suppose their thoughts are not very 
much to be envied; they are somewhat in the foolish position 
of the man who, having with great trouble led his horse to 
the water, can't make him drink. He finds that "force is no 
remedy," nor persuasion either. The Government has sacri
ficed some of the most sacred principles of political economy 
in order to concoct an Irish policy, and now they find it 
necessary to sacrifice liberty itself in order to give it effect ! 
Like an actor who feels himself unsuccessful in a part he has 
taken a great deal of troubie to play wen, they are painfully 
sensitive to ad verse criticisms. If they think they detect a 
hiss in any part of the house they turn to it with fury. 

Lord Carlingford is angered by what he considers the unne
cessary cries of those who find themselves more than half ruined 
by the operations of the Land Act; but surely he can hardly 
expect the poor hens whose nests have already been robbed, 
or those who are awaiting a similar fate, to make no sign. 

'' Qu'on laisse crier les poules dont on a besoin de manger les 
reufs," said the great Marechal de Saxe, when he heard that 
some pillaged citizens were making louder complaints than 
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usual; in other words, "Let the poor hens cackle, if it is any 
comfort to them." But Lord Carlingford will not let them 
cackle ; he considers it a reflection on " the most beneficent 
legislation of this or any other age." 

Lord Carlingford assumes that it is too early a day to 
predict the eventual working of the Land Act. So it may be; 
but it can scarcely be argued it is too early a day for those 
already ruined by it to say something pn the su~ject. If the 
public are unusually anxious about the working of the Land 
Act it is not very surprising. When we see a doctor dosing 
his patient at random with violent and antagonistic remedies, 
in entire defiance of all the tried and approved rules of the 
pharmacopeia, when the assurance that strong measures are 
no remedy is immediately followed by the administration of a 
dose of unequalled severity, it is only natural we should open 
our eyes wide at the new revelation, and watch the condition 
of the patient with anxiety. 

The legislation applied to Ireland is so complete a reversal 
of all the principles hitherto held to be indispensable by all 
responsible Governments that it appears impossible to reason 
up~n it. Success of course justifies everything; but nothing 
but success, absolute, complete success, can be the excuse for 
suspending the rights of property, the right of free contract, 
the imprisonment of Mem hers of Parliament and 200 or 300 
citizens without trial, the suppression of newspapers, and the 
employment of an army of 40,000 men. 

The indifference with which the Irish people view the 
Land Act is no real measure of the extent of its failure. 
The Act that has failed to propitiate the Irish people is a 
very different Act to that explained by Mr. Gladstone in the 
House of Commons ; it benefits the tenant at the expense of 
the landlord far more than the Act, as understood by the 
House of Commons, ever professed to do. Mr. Gladstone 
stated that the Act, if passed, was to be administered with 
the maximum of conciliation, and the minimum of con
fiscation; the Act is being administered with the maxi
mum of confiscation, and the minimum of conciliation; 
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and if its failure has been complete in the latter form, what 
would it have been in the former ? 

We may be unjust, prejudiced, jaundiced, in saying the 
Act is a failure, but it cannot be considered unfair, now that 
it has been in operation some time, to compare the predictions 
of its promoters with the predictions of its opponents. The 
promoters of the Act predicted-(1) That it would not cause 
a general fall in rents. (2) That it would strengthen the 
position of the landlords. (3) That it would improve the 
quality of the tenantry. (4) That it would restore law and 
order. ( 5) That it would induce the tenants to purchase 
their holdings. The opponents of the Act predicted-(1) 
That it would cause a general fall in rents. (2) That it would 
make the position of the landowners untenable. (3) That it 
would in many cases perpetuate the tenancy of very bad 
tenants. (4) That it would not restore law and order. (5) 
That it would give the existing tenants such valuable holdings 
that they would have no inducement to buy. (6) That it 
would place a limit on the right of the landlord, but no limit 
on the right of the tenant. (7) That it would destroy all real 
proprietership in the land. That it would belong neither to 
the landlord nor the tenant. (8) That it would indirectly 
make land dearer to rent than at present. (9) That it would 
benefit the present race of tenant farmers at the expense of 
other classes of the community. (10) That it would be a 
fortune to the lawyers. 

Now I think my readers will not have much trouble in 
coming to the conclusion that the working of the Act so far 
has proved that in every case the predictions of the supporters 
of the Act were wrong, and in every case the predictions of 
the opponents of the Act were right. This, of course, does 
not prove that the Act itself is a failure ; but it does prove 
clearly that if it succeeds it must be by some very different 
means from those predicted by its promoters. 

If what we read of the sayings and doings of the sub-com
missioners are true, they are an outrage on justice and an 
insult to common-sense; if the accounts are not true, the 
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Government ought authoritatively to disprove them; but they 
do nothing of the kind ; they complacently assure us that the 
uniformity of their decisions, the invariable reduction of from 
25 to 50 per cent., is proof positive of the necessity of the Act. 
But is this so ? The sub-commissioners were nominated ex
pressly for the purpose of reducing rents; at least if this was 
not the mission given them by Parliament, it is the mission 
they have assumed, and which one of their number announced, 
amid the loud cheers of the court, they " intended to carry 
out without fear and without favour." Judge Jeffery was 
nominated expressly to hang and quarter the rebels in the 
west, and he carried out his instructions to the letter, but I 
have never yet heard it argued that the number of those he 
left for execution was any evidence of the justice of his 
sentences. 

Surely some very strange madness has come over the con
sciences of Englishmen during the last few months tLat they 
should allow fools to rnsh in where hitherto they had scarcely 
allowed angels to tread. If two years ago we had been told that 
throughout a large portion of Her Majesty's dominions the 
immemorial rights of every man to exercise the rights of pro
perty, to treat with bis neighbour on th~ basis of free contract, 
were to cease, we should have laughed him to scorn. The 
conception even of a dozen briefless barristers, accompanied 
by tenant-farmers, and perhaps an ex-butcher or publican, 
scouring the country, and in the name of law and justice 
confiscating property right and left, absolutely according to 
their own fancy, would have appeared an impossible fiction; 
but not only bas this fiction become fact, but it is bailed by a 
large number in the country as a "happy thought" for 
effecting the ruin of the land-owning class. 

The position of the landowners of Ireland is indeed a hard 
one. To bear the injustice of the law is bad enough; to bear 
the injustice of those who administer it is still worse. "J e 
ne me plains pas de la justice," said a French litigant, who, 
having gained a verdict; found himself a ruined man, '' elle 
est tres equitable: je voudrais seulement que taus les officiers 
fnssent d'honnetes aens." 
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When Parliament says to the landlords of Ireland, 
''It is only simple justice that you shall return a quarter or 
half your income to your tenants," is it not in so many words 
saying to the landlords, "You have been robbing your 
tenants; you have been spending income that of right 
belonged to them ; you must make restitution~" Take a 
case-10 or 20 years ago A bought property with a Govern
ment title, and kept on the existing tenants at the same 
rent; now, the same Government that gave A the title 
says to him, "You have no right to this rent; you must 
re<l.uce it 25 per cent. or 50 per cent." Does not this mean 
that during the last 10 or 20 years A has been drawing from 
B rent he bad no right to draw ; and that, in exercising 
what he considered, and what up to this time everybody has 
considered, the rights of property he has been committing 
robbery °? Does not this, I venture to ask, come very near an 
affirmation of the doctrine " Le propriete c' est le vol ~ " 

Hitherto '' land hunger" has been understood to mean a 
desire to remove your neighbour's landmark ; a disposition 
to break the Tenth Commandment that it has usually been 
considered judicious to restrain by force. But Mr. Gladstone 
does not take this view of it; he recognises it as a regular 
disease; he diagnoses it with great care; expresses his sincere 
sympathy with those suffering from it ; and then propounds 
the cure. Force, he tells us, is no remedy; the real and only 
remedy is that familiar one, "a hair of the dog that bit you," 
in other words, a slice of the land hungered after. The 
disease, Mr. Gladstone pointed out, was chronic, and, in order 
to bring it within the reach of his remedies, it was necessary 
that it should assume an acute form. The patient, therefore, 
was left very much to himself, in fact some think openly 
encouraged in his evil courses, till at last the acute form was 
reached ; but here the skill of the physician failed him. The 
disease assumed an acute form certainly, but the form was so 
acute that instead of a hair of the dog being sufficient to effect 
a cure it required the whole skin; in other words, instead of a 
slice of land being sufficient the whole was demanded. Some 
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years ago a somewhat parallel incident occuued at St. Peters
burg. A certain eminent personage had invented a fire 
extinctor, and was very anxious to try its effect. One 
evening a small fire broke out that could easily have been put 
out, say, with a watering-pot : but the authorities would not 
touch it till the great man arrived with his " extinctor." 
There was some delay, and at last when he did arrive the fire 
had gained such a head that his extinctor was useless, and 
there was an immense conflagration. Then of course there 
were recriminations without limit, one party saying, ''If you 
had done your duty at the proper time you might have put 
out the fire with a watering-pot; " the other side pointing to 
the great conflagration and saying, " Listen to these fools ; 
they ask us to put out the fire with a watering-pot." 

I am quite aware that in the opinion of many it is as 
wicked to doubt the dispensations of Providence as it is to doubt 
the dispensations of Mr. Gladstone; but, as the dispensations 
of Providence are not always immediately evident, neither 
are those of Mr. Gladstone. Take a case :-A has a farm let 
to B, but B is idle, drunken perhaps, thriftless, has no capital, 
and a dozen children, and he cannot "live and thrive" at a 
rent that, compared with rents in 1£ngland and Scotland, is 
very liberal. Well, A, who sees the value of his farm 
annually diminishing, would like to cultivate it himself or to 
let it to C, who has capital and no children, is sober, and 
intelligent, and thrifty, and can "live and thrive" on a rent 
that B cannot pay. It would appear better for the country, 
for the community, more in accordance with the rules of 
justice and common sense, that the land, neglected and going 
~o ruin under B, should be well and profitably cultivated by 
the owner A, or that it should be let to a competent tenant 
C; but the Land Act says no. It says, to A, ''You shall 
not cultivate your land yourself, you shall not let it to C, who 
has capital and energy to cultivate it ; but you shall lower the 
rent to B 15 or 30 per cent., or, indeed, by such an amount 
as will enable him, drunken, idle, thriftless as he is, with no 
capital and ten children, to ''live and thrive." 
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Now, is this an exaggerated case~ Is it a solitary case~ 
On the contrary, it is the law of Parliament as interpreted by 
Mr. Baldwin and his colleagues. ''In determining the rent,'' 
said Mr. Baldwin, "we have not set up any standard of what 
the farming ought to be. We have taken the estate, tenants 
and all, as we have found them ; we have carefully con
sidered the capabilities of the land in the hands of the present 
tenants. To others the land may be m01·e valuable if those 
tenants were removed; with any speculation on that point 
we have nothing to do." Take the following statement of 
the case of" Shanahar v. Denny," mentioned in the Standard 
of December 19 :-''In this case the tenant holds 100 acres, 
principally pasture ; he has not dt1ring 14 years drained a 
single acre. He has borrowed nearly £1000 from his friends; 
he has ten children, and is deeply involved; his rent, which 
was reduced from £75 to £55 when he took the farm, has 
been lowered by the commissioners to £44. In both these 
cases I made a private inspection of the holdings, and I can 
testify that Flanive's consists in the main of good, sweet 
pasture land; that much of Shanahan's is equally good; and 
nearly all would be extremely valuable if scored with a few 
simple stone drains. Facts like these invite comment" -
indeed they do. A hundred Irish acres, equivalent to 150 
statute acres, of good sweet pasture land, for £44 a year may 
indeed invite very curious comments from tenant farmers in 
less favoured districts of the United Kingdom. 

I do not object to the argument "Force is no remedy." 
It may be true or it may not; but what I do object to, in com
mon, I believe, with many others, is that those members of the 
Cabinet who have secured the ringing cheers of their country
men for crying "Force is no remedy" should now, only a 
few months later, be soliciting the cheers of their countrymen 
for an exhibition of force that has no parallel in our history. 
A few years ago such an unblushing attempt to serve both 
God and Mammon, to keep office at any cost of consistency, 

would have been considered disgraceful. Now, alas I there is 
only one deadly sin in the political career, one act only that is 
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disgraceful, and that is breaking up the Party. Those 
Members of the Cabinet who find now that the cry '' Force is 
no remedy " no longer pays would have their political dupes 
believe that the political problem has changed ; but that is 
not so. The conditions of the problem are exactly the .same 
as they were 12 months ago, the change is in the public 
mind; we must be thankful for small gifts; for the moment, 
at any rate, common sense has resumed its sway, and rebellion 
is met, as sooner or later it was evident to every man it must 
be met. 

If the right of free contract is denied in one matter, 
how can it logically be maintained in any other 1 If the 
Government claims the right of fixing an arbitrary value of 
land for fifteen years, how can it refuse to fix an arbitrary 
value of the produce of the land from a similar period if urged 
to do so 1 Rack rents in Ireland, we were assured, were the 
exception, yet the Government made these exceptions the 
excuse for fixing the rents for all the land in the country. 
If the Government is to fix an arbitrary land rent, at which 
the idle, and poor, and improvident can " live and thrive," 
why not fix a house rent at which the poor and improvident 
can equally ''live aud thrive 1" Why not fix a price for 
bread, and meat, and beer, and coals, and fish 1 If it is 
necessary and right that the Irish tenant shall be made 
independent of his landlord, why is it not necessary and right 
that the English operative shall be made independent of his 
grocer or his baker 1 Do we not know that the extent to 
which the food of the poorest classes is adulterated is frightful 
-that they never get the full ad vantage of the low cost of 
provisions, and do we not know that the poorer classes are 
compelled to submit to robbery and extortion that make their 
homes · still more miserable, merely because they a~e in the 
hands of those from whom they are compelled to purchase the 
necessaries of life 1 Why should not they begin to cry aloud 
to be protected from their creditors ; to be put in a position to 
u live and thrive" at their creditors' expense 1 It was argued 
that it was necessary to fix rents of land in Ireland because 
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competition had created an exaggerated value; and does not 
this apply to other commodities besides land 1 What is it 
that maintains the rack rents, the atrocious rack rents, of the 
dens and pig-styes in the slums of our great cities, but com
petition~ If the land rents in Ireland are to be fixed because 
there is over competition for the farms, why should not the 
rents of the miserabl.e lodgings in St. Giles' be fixed for a like 
reason~ The wretched beings who pay the exorbitant rent of 
from 2s. to 3s. a week (a rent that would give them ten acres 
of land and a cottage in Ireland) for human styes, without 
even the most necessary provisions for decency and health, 
are evicted at a moment's notice,. turned out into the streets, 
everything they possessed seized if they do not pay their rent 
to the moment. Are not they quite as deserving of pity and 
protection from rack-renting landlords as the Irish tenants 
who owe two or three years' rent, and, perhaps, do not always 
pay when they can 1 Ireland is not the only country where 
free contract stands in the way of the new" live-and-thrive'' 
gospel, but it is known that to interfere with it generally 
would be to throw society into chaos. 

Ministers and their organs are very angry with the Irish 
people because they are not enthusiastic in support of the 
Land Act. "We have piped to you, and you have not. 
danced; " but why should they dance ~ The fact is, 
nearly four-fifths of the Irish people detect most serious 
dangers in the Land Act. It is not an Act to benefit the 
Irish nation. It is an Act to benefit a class, and that 
class by no means always the most deserving class in the 
country; but in benefiting this class it injures severely 
other classes on whom the prosperity of the country depends 
consjderably more. The landowning class is fatally injured, 
but there is no mercy for them ; but the large class of 
domestic servants, the class of labourers, of shopkeepers, and 
tradesmen also suffer seriously. The tenant class in Ireland 
probably number about 1,500,000 all told. They benefit by the 
Land Act ; but the other 3,500,000 don't benefit at all; in 
fact, many suffer considerably. The Land Act interferes with 
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the natural laws of snpply and demand in agricultural ten
ancies. It directly prevents the introduction of an improving 
class of tenants, and perpetuates the present do-nothing class 
in their holdings. This is a most serious matter. The best 
tenant farmers in England and Scotland are men who have 
made a little money in trade, or in carrying, or in shop-keeping, 
or in cattle dealing, or in some other way, and then take to 
farming ; these are the men who would make the best tenant 
farmers in ~reland, but now they have less chance than ever of 
getting farms; the exor~itant tenant-rights, consequent on the 
diminution of rent, would ruin them before they began. 

The great and evident object of reducing the rent of lana 
is that it should be reduced to the whole nation, not to a 
particular class. The Land Act has created a privileged class 
of tenants at the expense of the rest of the community. T e 
old tenant-right, that represented the property of the tenant 
in the improvements he had made, was a perfectly reasona le 
arrangement; tl1e new tenant-right, consequent on t e 
compulsory reduction of rent, is an abuse-an abuse of such 
magnitude as to threaten absolutely the transfer of iand. It 
is a fact that in numberless cases the compulsory reduction of 
30 or 50 per cent. has enabled tenants to demand, as tena t
rights, more than the fee-simple of their farms. The rent of 
the land is lowered from 25 to 50 per cent. to the prese:i.t 
tenants, but to them only; any succeeding tenant will 
actually have to pay more for his land than the present 
tenants paid before the recent reduction. He will pay a 
lower rent to the landlord certainly, but he will pay such "n 
additional sum for tenant-right that the total will be high~r 
then ever. A, a present tenant, whose rent has been reduced 
from £30 to £20, will pay £10 a year less rent to his lan]
lord, B ; but if he parts with his tenant-right to C he W:ll 
demand of him a capital sum, the interest of which will 
probably double the reduction of £10 rent to A. It is a 
fact, that, although rents have been lowered from 25 to ..,0 

per cent. all round, the la_nd will, to any new tenant, be 
dearer than ever. 
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It is the necessary condition of all progressive commu
nities that the strong and the weak should be constantly 
changing places. When JEsop was asked by one of the 
wise men of Greece how Jupiter employed himself, he 
answered, " He abases the high and exalts the low" -in other 
words, he plays the game of see-saw with us poor mortals 
here below, forcing up one man and pulling down another, 
making the labourer a farmer here, the farmer a labourer 
there, and so on. But he cannot play this little game any 
more with Irish tenants. No more pulling down and raising 
up there ! The idle apprentice will no longer make way for 
the industrious one. On the contrary, arrangements will be 
made, regardless of cost, to enable the idle apprentice to 
"live and thrive" on less work than ever. Henceforward, 
in Ireland, the natural selection f the fittest will give way to 
the compulsory preservation f the least worthy. The Irish 
farmer as a rule has neither capital, nor energy, nor ambition; 
he is content to live from hand to mouth. The minimum of 
steady work is his object; he is as complete a fatalist as the 
Turk; unless some God comes to his help he will let his wheel 
remain in the rut till it grows there. When he has a good 
season he sees in it an excuse for doing little work ; when he 
has a bad season he makes it an excuse for doing no work at 
all. Is a minimum of Rteady work the condition on which the 
working classes of England, Scotland, America, France, 
Belgium, Germany, Holland, Canada, Australia, New Zea
land live and thrive~ ·What wisdom, statesmanship, common 
sense is there therefore in recognising it as the condition on 
which the working classes are to live and thrive in Ireland~ 

The history of the Land Act has proved one thing, that 
"the key of revolution is personal government." The very props 
of social order as we have hitherto understood the words, viz., 
the rights of property and freedom of contract, that no Con
stitutional Government could have abolished, have fallen like 
the walls of Jericho before the trumpet of an individual 

statesman. The dictation of Mr. Gladstone has done in six 
months in Ireland what no constitutional agitation could have 
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by English Radicals in favour of Irish interests meant a 
dozen words in favour of their own. 

The English Radicals compelled the Irish landowners to 
give to the Irish tenants, but they gave nothing themselves. 
It was merely a display of that cheap Liberalism that 
consists in A compelling B to give something to C. 

Now that the Act is law the Radicals have much the best 
of it. It has done, and will do, no good to the Irish people, 
but every clause of it is a weapon ready to the Radical hand 
for an onslaught on the class they detest. 

We hear it said that the Cabinet will pause in face of 
the general ruin that is rapidly involving the landowning 
class in Ireland. Pause! Why shonld they pause? Why 
should Mr. Bright pause? Is he a man likely to pause when 
he sees the dream of his early life, the ambition of his maturer 
years, on the point of being realised? Not he. He has a 
chance of success now that he could never have foreseen, and 
which may never return. Mr. Gladstone's desertion of the 
broad road of national Liberalism for the narrow path of party 
Radicalism has given Mr. Bright an authority in his crusade 
he could never have got without it. He and his friends now 
feel that the fulness of time is come. They have only to 
use with energy the weapons put into their hands by their 
new ally, and the destruction of their enemy is only a matter 
of time. 

I am one of those who think that the greatest danger to 
the future of the United Kingdom is the very limited number 
of landowners. Any tinkering of the land laws, therefore, that 
perpetuates and intensifies this danger is an act of legislative 
madness. But this is exactly what the Land Act does in 
Ireland. It makes the further subdivision of land almost 
impossible. 

Ireland requires three distinct remedies, and of these 
the first is by far the most important. 1. A larger 
number of landowners. 2. An improved class of tenants. 
3. Emigration from starvation districts. The introduction of 
the Land Act offered the opportunity of introducing all three; 
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the operation of the Land Act has unfortunately made all 

three impossible. It has closed the doors, absolutely, to the 
only remedies that can, in my opinion, save the country from 
impending ruin. Before Mr. Gladstone introduced his fatal 
Bill the landlords of Ireland were willing and anxious to sell 
at a fair price, and the tenants and general public were willing 

and anxious to purchase at a fair price. Wisdom would have 
assisted this movement, folly and vanity have completely 
stopped it. The landowners are a.s willing and as anxious to 
sell as ever-more so; but what tenant will buy~ A year 
ago a transfer of property might have been made on a scale 
that would have changed the face of the country. Now that 
is impossible. What tenant will now buy his farm when 
already he has a lease of it at a rent that enables him to sell 
his tenant-right almost for the fee simple of the land~ What 
outsider will buy the land now, when he has to take it without 
the rights of property, when, indeed, whatever rights remain 
are strictly settled on the tenant~ When he sees before him 
the utter ruin that has come on those who, trusting to the 
assurance of the Government, purchased land under the 
Encumbered Estates Act ~ How can a new and im
proving class of tenants ever hope to get land whilst they 
have to pay the present monstrous exaggeration of tenant
right ! What prospect is there of persuading the miserable 
population of the " starvation " districts of Ireland to seek 
more fruitful soils, now that their childish "land hunger" 
is gratified by a perpetual tenancy of their " pauper 
warrens~ '' The Irish Land Act in its present form is 
the most hasty, ill-considered, least statesman-like Act of 
legislation that has ever passed through Parliament; and 
it must fail, absolutely and completely. It must fail, be
cause it deliberately cancels all the conditions that civilisa
tion recognises as indispensable in the relations between man 
and man. Because it does for Ireland those things it ought 
not to do, and leaves undone those things it ought to 
do. Because it stops the sale of land and perpetuates 
pauper and embarrassed landowners. Because it bars the way 
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to new and improving tenants and perpetuates bad and 
indifferent ones. Because it stops emigration where emig ra
tion is the only remedy. Because it perpetuates a privileged 
class of tenants at the expense of the rest of the nation. 
Because it legislates for the people of Ireland as if they were 
children unable to take care of themselves, and imposes on 
them conditions of national life that are insulting and 
intolerable. Because the Irish nation see through the 
insincerity of the Radical vote. Because they know that the 
destruction of the class of landowners in England and 
Scotland was a much stronger inducement to them to vote 
the Bill than the good of Ireland. Because it poisons the 
national life, for no national life can be healthy in which the 
exercise of the right" of property and of freedom of contract are 
forbidden. Because for a term of fifteen years it throws the 
whole land of Ireland into Chancery, during which time it 
will belong absolutely to no one, neither to landlord nor 
tenant, but rather more to the latter than the former. 

I say deliberately that this Land Act of Mr. Gladstone, 
instead of strengthening the union between England and 
Ireland, supplies by far the strongest argument yet adduced 
for repealing it, because it proclaims openly that Ireland 
cannot exist in union with England under the conditions that 
are universally recognised as necessary to the progress and 
prosperity of civilised mankind. The Emperor Akbar used to 
say, ''He never knew a man lose himself in a straight 
road." I ask any one who has watched the hesitating, 
vacillating, absolutely contradictory policy of those who have 
pretended to rule Ireland during the last two years, and who 
are still feeling their way like a blind man with a stick, 
wheth8r it does not appear that we have left the straight road 
of common sense and national duty, and are fast losing our
selves in a labyrinth of experiments, expediency, and class 
legislation ~ 

December 26, 1881. 
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PREF ACE TO THE IRISH LAND BILL. 

JUDGMENTS FORGOTTEN. 

rn,-Uabinet Councils appear to be over for a time; and the 
members of the Government have retired to their several homes 
to indulge in Christmas cheer, content to know that the law of 
the land which they are appointed to administer and enforce 
is in complete abeyanee in Ireland, while the law of the Irish 
Land J.eague is in full, unquestioned, and unresisted force. 
Meantime they are supposed to be elaborating, not a measure 
for the vindication of law anrl order and the protection of life 
and property in Ireland, but some further measure of landlord 
. poliation, consequent upon the failure of the Act of 1870 to 
satisfy the Irish land-hunger. What form this further attempt 
at what is called remedial legislation will take outsiders have 
llO means of knowing; but common rumour says a new Land 
] ~ill is being framed on the lines of the extension of the Ulster 
'ustom to the whole of Ireland-fixity of tenure at fair, State

Yalued rents, and money advances to the tenants for the pur
chase of their holdings. It may, then, I think, be a help to the 
formation of sound public opinion upon these matters, and 
possibly useful to Ministers themselves, to recall the saying of 
distinguished Liberal state m n on Irish land legi. lation, and 
notably of the pre ent Prime Minister in 1870, when carrying 
his Land Bill through the House of Commons. 

I find, then, that in 1860 Lord Cardwell, when Irish Secre
tary in Lord Palmerston's Administration, thus expressed 
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himself when bringing in an Irish Land Bill: "If we cannot 
violate the law of property-if we cannot give what is called 
fixity of tenure, by which I understand the transferring the 
property from the landlord to the tenant-is there nothing we 
can do 1" The measure to which these words were the prelude, 
and which sub equently became law, gave compensation for 
prospective improvements assented to by the landlords. In 
1863 Lord Palmerston, when referring to this Act, said:-

How could a Government increase the prosperity of a 
country 1 By removing obstructions and securing life and 
property ; the overnment bad done all that could be done to 
effect the e obj cts. He protested against communi tic views 
disguised under the term tenant-right. In his opinion owners 
and tenants ought to settle their own affairs themselves; and 
they were now at full liberty to do so. In the Act of 1860 the 
Government had gone as far as it was proper to go consistently 
with the principles of justice. They refuse to adopt that tenant
right which would transfer property from the owner to the 
occupier as a joint, or in some cases as a sole, owner. 

In 1864, Lord Palmerston said, when speaking against a 
motion of Mr. Pope Hennessy's, which invited an expression of 
opinion on the part of the House of Commons against emigra

tion:-

We are told that tenant- right would remedy the evils com
plained of, and that if we were to adopt a change in the law 
regarding landlord and tenant, instead of leaving that relation 
to be dealt with by bargains between man and man according 
to the plain and simple doctrine that should regulate transac
tions of that sort; if we would only pass some law which would 
impose an obligation on the landlord that, as I appreheml, would 
transfer a part of his property eventually to the tenant: that 
would form such an inducement as would prevent the Irish 
people from going to America. Now, all these remedies appear 
to me wide of the mark. It is a simple question of the law of 
level. 
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His last words on the Iri h land question were spoken in 
1865, and ·were as follows:-

I am sure that on reflection the Irish nn.tion would not 
wish that to be done whi h would be pregnant with inju tice. 
Now, if there be one thing more than another 'vhich a nation, 
in my opinion, is bound to re pect and regard, it is the right of 
property ; because upon those rights every man, however rich 
or however poor, must find it hi interest to re t and to depend. 
And if laws are pass d which infringe the right of property, 
depend upon it that in the main those laws would be injurious 
to th nation in which th y are pa sed, how v r tempting and 
appar nt may he the advantaa which f r a tim may be 
xpect d to ari e from their operation. Th honourable 

member (Mr. Maguire) said, as I under tood him, that ome 
t.ribunal hould be created to letermine as between landlord 
and t nant what chau0 -for I will not adopt the word im
provement , for they may not be improvements-but what 
hanges the tenant should make upon the Ian llord's property, 

and what should be the conditions of rent and period of occu
pation which the tenant should be liable to and have a right to 
with r uard to the landlord. Now, it seems to me that an 
arrangement of that kind would violate the fundamental prin
cipl s of justice. 

Mr. Lowe, in 1864, when s1 aking in favour of emigration, 
said, inter alia : " There i nothing more fatal to the progress 
of aoTiculture and civilization g nerally than a compulsory 
partnership between two person on the ame land, such as we 
haYe here experience of in copyhold and tenures of that kind ." 
H e attributed the state of Ir land to " disorder, small tenancies, 
want of capit~l, climate." 

Upon the subject of State advances to tenants for the 
purchase of their holdings, he thus expressed himself in 

1868:-

The State must of necessity be a harsh, unyielding landlord, 
acting on fix d principles. V\ h n you have a property and a 
tenant who will not pay rent you must evict: it is quite clear 
that the burning desire of the e tenants of the Government 
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would be to get rid of the landlord. Having first withdrawn 
all the conservative influences in the country, you would in the 
next place give the strongest possible impulse to the desire for 
separation ; because the tenant would think that by getting rid 
of his landlord-that is, the Imperial Government-he would 
be enabled to live like a gentleman for the remainder of his 
life. 

There is much more, pregnant with wisdom, that might be 
quoted from Mr. Lowe's speeches on Ireland-more especially 
what he says about the sound principles of political economy 
being the oasis in Irish politics on which alone statesmen can 
safely take their stand; but I pass on to what (circumstanced 
as we now are, under the rule of the present Prime Minister) 
is of more moment-namely, the sayings of Mr. Gladstone in 
1870 on fixity of tenure, State-valued rents, non-payment of 
rent, security for rent, the extension of the Ulster Custom, etc. 
The only difficulty I find in making a selection from his sayings 
is superabundant matter. On the second reading of the Laml 
Bill, 1870, Mr. Gladstone said:-

I ask the House whether, during the four nights in thi 
great arena of reason and discussion, any argument has been 
made by any English, Scotch, or Irish rnpresentative to show 
that fixity of tenure, to be applied as a means of securing justice 
and peace in Ireland, can for a moment abide its trial at the 
bar of reason. I wish to record the great fact that fixity of 
tenure has remained during four long nights' debate on the 
second reading of a Bill on land tenure in Ireland wholly 
unsustained by the slightest attempt at reasoning. Perpetuity 
of tenure is a phrase that I flatter myself is a little going out of 
fashion. If I have contributed anything towards disparaging 
it, I am not sorry. 

He then described " fair rents '' and " valuation rents" as 
" an old friend with a new face," and proceeded as follows :-

I am not prepared to admit that the tenant's just protection 
affords either an apology or a reason for endowing him with a 
joint property in the soil. I own I have not heard, and I 
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cannot conceive, what is to be said for the prospective power to 
reduce rents. Shall I really be told that it is for the interest of 
the Irish tenant bidding for a farm that the law should say to 
him : "Cast aside all prudence aud foresight ; ao into the 
market and bid what you like; drive out of the field the 
provident man who will fulfil his engagements; bid riaht above 
him and induce the lamllord to give you the farm; and the 
moment you have got it come forward, go to the public authority 
show that the rent is excessive, that you cannot I ay it, and get 
it reduced ? " 

Mr. Gladstone then went on to say that "he could conceive 
nothing more calculated-first, to throw into confusion the whole 
economical anangements of the country ; secondly, to drive out 
all honest and solvent men; thirdly, to carry widespread 
demoralization through the whole of the Irish people-than that 
there should be an authority always existing ready to rP;lieve 
them from the contracts they have deliberately entered into." 
" If," he added, " you undertake to fix the valuation of rents by 
public authority, you mu t likewise undertake to fix the whole 
conditions of every agricultural holding. There is no escape 
from that conclusion." 

At another time, when speaking of perpetuity of tenure, 
Mr. Gladstone said :-

If perpetuity of tenure were good for Ireland it could not be 
very bad fer England or cotland. There are, indeed, peculiar 
features in the condition of Ireland that, in my judgment, 
justify anu demand peculiar legislation ; but I am a ware of 
none of those features that could by any man be held to recom
med perp tuity of tenure in Ireland that would not also be 
applicable to England and Scotland. If perpetuity of right is to 
be transferred from one cla s to another, that would not be a bit 
more or less expedient on this side of the water than on the 
other ; and accordingly, in that view of the matter, this with 
which we have now to deal is not an Irish land question, but an 
United Kingdom land question. The Government sought 
stability, not perpetuity, of tenure. 
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In certain respects an even more remarkable protest a<Jainst 
revolutionary expedients for settling the land system of Ireland 
was made by the great Lord Selborne, on the motion for the 
second reading of that measure. ir Roundell Palmer was 
theu, it will be remembered, an independent supporter of the 
Government, untrammelled by the restraints and uninfluenced 
by the neces itie of office. His words therefore may ba 
accepted as the conscientious and unbiassed utterance of an 
eminent Liberal l~wyer and statesman on a subject to which he 
had voluntarily applied his mind. 

After stating that he should endeavour to confine himself 
"as strictly as po sible to questions of principle" in the ob er
vations which he was about to make, ir Roundell Palmer said 
that "if the Government had yielded [in framing their Land 
Act] to the wild demands which w re made with loud voices, 
but, he trusted, not really by the majority of the people in 
Ireland, they would have taken the most fatal course any 
Government could possibly have taken in a country like our 
own; a course of which no man could foretell what might have 
been the ultimate consequences." Of such "wild demands '' 
Sir Roundell Palmer then spoke more in detail. He said:-

The only questions I am disposed to ask myself on the second 
reading are-first, whether this Bill pre erves the rights of 
property substantially; and, next, whether you are likely to do 
any good by it 1 With regard to the first of these questions, I 
confess I could not myself have been induced to agree to any 
measure which seemed to me, upon the whole, to involve any 
serious and substantial departure from those great and necessary 
principles on which, as it appears to me, the rights of property 
rest. Some of the schemes which have been proposed with 
regard to Ireland do seem to me, I confess, to entirely ignore 
these principles. I shall not go into the argument on that 
subject, because that point was exhausted by the head of the 
Government when he spoke of fixity of tenure, which, in plain 
English, means taking away the property of one man and giving 
it to another. My right honourable friend said that, according 
to the principles of justice, if we transferred property in that 



11 

way, we must pay for it. No doubt we may take a man's pro
perty, but in that case we must compensate him for it. I prefer 
the doctrine of my Right Honourable friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury to the extreme propositj on stated by the Secretary for 
Ireland, as held by Judge Lon ·field. It seems to me that the 
language quoted as that of Judge Longfield is somewhat 
dangerous in its extent. That learned judae appears to have 
said that those who bought the parliamentary titles granted 
under the Encumbered Estates Act could not complain of any 
subsequent legislation which dealt with landlords as a class, 
and not as private individuals. But that entirely depends on 
the nature of the 1 gislation. An Act of general confiscation 
would, indeed, violate fundam ntal principle in all cases, and 
not only in the ca es of person· having title guaranteed by 
Parliament. But still I think it cannot be denie l that it would 
be contrary to the special guarantee, as well as to general 
principles, if you desLl'o cl in n sion titles on the faith of 
which you had induced purchasers to invest their money in 
anoth r. There is no doubt that there may be a kind of legisla
tion which would be the grossest possible breach of faith; but 
it does not appear to me that there is anything in this Bill at 
variance wjth the universal principles of equity, except, perhaps, 
the third clause, which deals with estates not held under 
custom. 

On the proposed extension of the Ulster Custom, Sir }foundell 

Palmer observed :-

With regard to legalizing the Ulster Custom, no one has sug
gested that there is any serious difficulty on that point ; but 
when the Right Honourable Member for Liskeard (Mr. Horsman) 
said that the extension of the Ulster Custom to the rest of 
Ireland was open for our consideration, I must say that that 
does appear a manifest violation of the principles of justice, and 
to be impossible, if we mean to respect tho e principles. It is 
unque tionable that where the custom obtains and landlords and 
tenants act on it in their dealings with one another, in such a 
case it is a matter of honesty for the landlord io allow the tenant 
to have the benefit of the custom. But when you talk of 
extending that custom to other parts of Ireland, you speak of 
a change which would alter the terms which in those other parts 
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of Ireland have already been agreed on between landlord and 
tenant; and therefore, if you gave in such a case to the tenant 
the value of the custom existing else.where, you would be just 
taking so much from the landlord and giving it to the tenant. 

With respect to two others of the three F's he went on to say :

.Another matter mentioned either by the mover or the 
seconder of the amendment was the scheme of giving what in 
substance would be fixity of tenure, with a periodical valuation 
of the land for the purp se of determining the rent. A scheme 
more full of objection, both as respects landlord and tenant, I 
cannot conceive. On the part of the landlord it is objec
tionable because you would take away from him his land ; and 
on the part of the tenant it is likewise disadvantageous because 
his rent would be just as variable and uncertain as under the 
present tenure, and would be sure to be periodically raised in 
many cases in which a libeml landlorq might otherwise allow it 
to continue unchanged. Under such a scheme you would have 
constantly brought in a judge or the State-and what could be 
wor e than the interference of the tate in a matter of that 
kind-to settle the term of the holding, to value all the lands 
whenever the time of valuation came round-and there would 
be a continual conflict between landlord and tenant. The 
working of a somewhat similar system in India has been 
referred to; but I see in a pamphlet by Mr. George Campbell 
that he was against its introduction into Ireland because he 
foresaw that even in India it would not long work as a tolerable 
system. 

On another point, now made a great deal of, Sir Roundell 
Palmer spoke as follows :-

I do not think we need trouble ourselves very much about 
the clauses for enabling people to acquire land. It seems to me 
that they are very unimportant; but I am quite willing that 
a little money should be so spent, and that the experiment 
should be tried upon the responsibility ·of the Government. 

Of the general effect of Mr. Gladstone's Bill and the 
measures which he thought should accompany it, Sir Roundell 
Palmer said :-
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I will say but a few words on the effect to be expected from 
the Bill. No man can expect that standing alone it will accom
plish its object. No wise man who knows the history and 
character of tbe outrages that have disgraced the Ireland of the 
present day, can believe that those who are guilty of those 
outrages draw any just or equitable distinctions. Whether the 
evictions be for non-payment of rent or for any other cause, the 
evidence before the Devon Commission, and much later infor
mation which has reached m.e, and which I am sure I can trust, 
proves that those whu have no regard for other men's lives are 
just as likely to use the violent methods to which they are 
accustomed where a landlord has done no wrong, and where an 
eviction has taken place for the most justifiable cause, as where 
it has been for the most arbitrary cause. That evidence proves 
that such ruffians not only draw no distinction between eviction 
for non-payment of rent and eviction for any other cause, but it 
proves that old claims, aye, and claims that have actually been 
amply compensated, are sometimes after the lapse of many 
years raked up, and raked up for purposes of the most horrible 
description. No wise man, therefore, will expect that this 
measure, standing alone, an 1 recognizing, as it does recognize, 
the rights of both landlords and tenants, will of itself put an 
end to these outrages, or produce that peace and harmony 
which we all so much desire to see established in Ireland. 

It would be a mockery to talk of justice; it would be a 
mockery to talk of redressing wrongs, if you allowed the 
greatest wrongs to pass unredressed, if you allowed the rights 
which in this Bill are solemnly asserted to remain at the mercy 
of the secret assassin and of the bands of conspirators who can in
voke him when they please. It would be an absolute mockery. 
Your Bill will not be worth the paper it is written on, if it is 
not followed up by measures sufficient to establish the authority 
of the law. 

THE DUKE OF ARGYLL. 

And now to the recorded judgments of Mr. Gladstone and 
Lord Selborne we procee_d to add the opinions of the Duke of 

A 4 
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Argyll. It will be seen that, like his great colleagues, the Duke 
is (or was) entirely opposed to the Three F's. And his judgment 
was given-seven years after the Land Act of 1870-in "An 
Essay on the Commercial Principles applicable to Contracts for 
the Hire of Land." This is one of the Cobden Club Essays. 
On page 65 the Duke says :-

The demand for what is called "fair rents '' is a demand that 
prices shall be cheapened by Act of Parliament in favour of the 
particular individuals who now hold farms in Ireland. The 
demand for "fixity of tenure" is a demand that all other Irish
men shall be prohibited from dealing with owners for these 
coveted possessions. The demand for the rights of " free sale '' 
by the present holders is a demand that no part of these parlia
mentary privileges shall be passed on to any farmers coming 
after them. 

Prophetically, on page 63, the Duke of Argyll tells us of-

Those Irish Home Rulers who . demand that all 
existing occupiers should be converted into copyholders; that is 
to say, that they should have " fixity of tenure," or, in other 
words, permanent possession against all competitors, and at 
rents which, as against themselves at least, are not to be deter
mined by any reference to the market rate. But those who 

condemn as monstrous the doctrine of the owner's rent 
being determined by market rates are the same persons who 
condemn quite as loudly any limit short of market rates being 
placed upon the occupier in realizing the very highest sum that 
can be obtained by competition for his "goodwill;" 
in short, the demand is that Parliament shall prohibit the 
owner from getting the full price for his interest in the land, and 
shall at the same time specially license the tenant to realize for 
his own interest the fullest benefit of competition. 

But even this legislation would do the Irish people no good, he 
says :-

Every new right given to the existing tenants will simply 
be sold by them when convenient to the very highest bidder. 
The whole benefit will be discounted in the market . • . 
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In short, such an act of attainder against the present owners 
would only substitute in their stead a new set of owners far 
more exacting, because far more necessitous. 

On page 65, again, the Duke of Argyll is thinking of Mr. 
Cobden, no doubt : for he says :-

Probably these fallacies (of protection) have never been 
exposed more nakedly than in the demands . . which 
are advanced by some Irish politicians. Prices are to be artifi
cially cheapened to the pr sent holders only in order that they 
may be artificially aggravated to all holders coming after them. 
Freedom of trade in the hire of farms is to be jealously guarded 
where it tells in favour of those now in possession. and to be 
jealou ly excluded where it tells against th m. It is a urned 
that the general interests of the community are bound up in 
their holding on the lowest terms possible, and on everybody 
else, not now belonging to Lh fraternity, paying as high a 
premium as possible for the privilege of entering it . . 

It remains to be seen whether the Duke, and the Lord 
Chancellor, and the Prime Minister, either or all of them, will 
still maintain their opinion , or declare them erroneous- to 
their own great stultification. For men at their time of life, 
and with their pretensions, it must of course be a serious 
matter to admit that only a few years ago their judgment was 
all wrong on a question of economy. 

FOREIGN LAND TENURES. 
Srn,-In the early part of Dece:rµber last you kindly published 
a letter of mine, showing, I hope conclusively, by quotations 
from their speeches as recorded in Hansard, that the statesmen 
who undertook the reform of the Irish land laws-comme1icing 
with Lords Palmerston and Cardwell in 1860, and ending with 
Mr. Gladstone in 1870-had repudiated in the strongest lan
guage demands such as are now being made on behalf of the 
Irish tenant, and such as, strange to say, are endorsed by Lord 
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RIGHT OF OccuPATION.-Ceases on expiration of written 
lease. No right to remain in occupation by continued payment 
of stipulated rent, or rent determined from time to time by 
legal tribunal or by agreement subject to arbitration. If left in 
undisturbed posses ion by landlord, tenant acquires ipso facto 
rights of tenant-holding, without written agreement, as above 
stated. 

RE rT.-Ohiefly in money, though some leases stipulate 
additional payments in kind. 

VALUATION.-Properties valued by Government land sur
veyors. Rent depends generally upon estimated value and 
productiveness. Lands belonging to charitable institutions 
habitually let to highest bidder. In densely peopled 
districts, where much competition, rents rise in proportion 
Custom exists similar to hanging gale in Ireland. 

TERMIN TION OF TE ANCY.-If rent not paid, landlord in 
some cases can terminate lease, which gives power of raising 
rent if he thinks proper. 

LANDLORD'S PREFERENCE OVER OTHER CREDITORS CONFERRED 
BY LAw.-In preference to any other creditor may seize crops of 
the year, as well as furniture and farming utensils of tenant 
to extent of three years' back rent, and even on account of rent 
not yet due. In last case, other creditors have right of reletting 
house or farm for remainder of lease, and make profit out 
of leases or rents, on condition of paying to proprietor balance 
due. Proprietor can seize furniture of house or farm if removed 
without his consent ; may arrest proceeds of crop or farming 
implements to cover advances made for seeds on account of 
crop or for purchase of utensils. 

EVICTIONS.-For non-payment of rent or other cause depends 
upon nature of lease. If bail authentique executed before 
notary, process summary; if tenant refuses to go, may be 
forcibly ejected. If lease privately signed, judgment by a com
petent tribunal must precede eviction ; tenant may appeal, and 
have certain time to redeem. Where no lease, six months' 
notice required, and eviction must be preceded by judgment. 
Evictions, generally for non-payment of rent, by no means in
frequent. 

IMPROVEMENTS.-As regards buildings connected with farms, 
generally but not always executed by landlords. When im-



proYements executed without consent of landlord (e.g., new 
buildings or plantatious), landlord can either purchase Gr compel 
restoration to original condition at tenant's expense without 
compen ation, and exact damag s for injury to property by 
rea on thereof. When retained, tenant entitled to indemnity to 
extent of cost-not of actual value. If consent of landlord 
previously obtained, tenant may claim to be reimbur ed cost; 
indemniti s bas cl on cost of construction and tate of buildings 
at termination of lease. According to custom, wh1ch varies 
in eacb province, tenant~ o-iving up farms entitled to certain 
proportions of farms aJready sown and other advantages from 
incomina farmer. In om localities farmers ha e no rl.ght 
to any ind mnity for improv ments; in othEr , entitled to 
receive alue of manure , E d , and price of tillage; sub oil 
draining done by landlord, tenant payina 5 or per cent. A 
general ban] exists at Brussels for promotion of agr1culture and 
public works, but does not make advances to t nant for im
provements of their holdings. The creation· of fr holds or 
tenancies by proprietors and the granting of lea es have never 
been enforced by the Belgian Legislature. No person liable to 
be di pos e sed of his property except on ground of public 
utility; t .nants can only become proprietors as opportunities of 
pnrcha e arise. 

REPORT 1856.-" Too ea y access to property not favourable 
to production-too large a proportion of profits of farmers being 
o·iven to acqui ition of land, farm r are pr v nted applying 
them to the improvement of the oil they ahen.dy cultivate." 
' There is no doubt that this tendency is one of the great st 
obstacle. to improvement in certain parts of our country, and 
that those of our provinces where all else being equal the appro·
priation of land on the part of the cultivator is of the slowest 
growth are al o those in which the cultivation of the soil has 
attained the highest degree of development. and perfection." 

FRANCE. 

LEASES.-Vary from one to thirty years, according to quantity 
of land, mode of cultivation, and custom of department. Either 
in writing or v rbal. If no written contract, duration depends 
on custom. If dispute as to rent, arLitration and tribunals 
decid . If h~a e not registered, tribunal. do not t~Lke cognizance 
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until it is. So long as tenant pays rent and fulfils conditions land
lord cannot interfere with him. No law or custom can alter the 
contract. In case of "dommages par cas fortuits ou force 
majeure" he has right to demand reduction ofrent. Tenant has 
right to sell interest in his farm unless lease forbids him so 
doing. Almost every lease stipulates that he shall neither imb
let farm or sell interest without consent of landlord. Fixed 
rents or services which by custom might render tenant irremove
able are unknown. 

RE T.-Generally a fixed amount in money. In some 
departments in kind-this gradually disappearing-payment in 
share of produce. "Metaire" system. The metayer in ~the 
Code Civil is caJled "colon partiaire." Generally gives one-half 
produce. Proprietor gives land; the metayer labour and culti
vation; if either fail him, no compensation. ystem becoming 
less resorted to. Only exists in a few departments. Amount of 
rent entirely matter of arranaement between landlords and 
tenants. Farm may be put up to competition. As regards 
rent and sale of produce, no law, custom, or valuation regulates 
such transactions. Periods of payment vary according to 
locality; generally agreed upon in lease. Landlord cannot 
break a lease or alter rent while in force. Tribunals only can 
evict or annul. No special law rAgulates respective riahts of 
landlords and tenants. They depend upon the" droit commun." 
If tenant does not pay rent, landlord can seize effect , and 
tribunal annul lease. Landlord has privilege over all pr p rty 
of tenant in such case. 

Evrnrrn s.-No c:ipecial procedure-" droit commun" regu
lates. When tenant does not pay rent, summoned by proper 
authority within twenty-four hour . If upon this payment not 
made, if lea e verbal, jud e gives proper orders for seizure of all 
effects of tenant on or off the farm. If lease written, he can do 
this by virtue of it alone. Article 1244 empowers judge to use 
indulgences to tenants whom he may think hardly dealt with, 
and to grant them time of payment of rent. Evictions rare. 

IMPROYE rn rs.-PropriAt r generally constructs all buildings, 
and must maintain the farm" clos et ouvert." If tenant builds, 
does so at hi own risk an peril. Can remove buildings at encl 
of lease; only obliged to leave on farm what he found. 
Proprietor no right to buildings and improvements ; t nant 
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bound to deliver farm in same condition he found it. Generally 
in practice an understanding between them respecting improve
ments. There is scarcely a question of enforcing or defining 
rights on either side. Reason for happy state-two-thirds of 
land cultivated by proprietors, and not by tenants; no creation 
of freeholds exc pt by purcha ing property; the creation of 
tenancies the result of mutual understanding; no law or legisla
tive enactment to enforce the granting of leases; no limitation 
to proprietary rights, and consequently no compensation required. 
Tenants receive no a sistance by law in their endeavours to 
become proprietor . 

PRUSSIA. 

LAW OF l,ANDLORD AND TE rA T.-Prussian law of contract 
developed from erman common law under influeuce of ciYil 
law. Law of demi es differs chiefly in pre mnption, according 
to object demised, whether house or land. A parol agreement 
is for one year at longest. bligation under WTitten contract 
varies ace l'ding to rent. .A. demi e of land for more than a 
year, if rent even below £7 IOs., must be in writing ; if £30 
or more, and if a whole estate, and not merely isolated fields, 
must be executed before a competent tribunal or public notary. 
As regards interpretation, presumption against lessor and in 
favour of lessee. Rent in money or kind. Le sor, apart from 
express covenants to contrary, responsible for all charaes upon 
demised land; and, similarly, lessee has to pay the taxes. No 
leseee can sub-let without special permission of lessor, except 
where demise comprises several distinct kinds of agricultural 
industry, or several outlying fiells. Com pen ation can only be 
claimed for improvements pecially sanctioned by lessor, arnl 
lessee can in no case compel the acquiescence of lessor; but 
lessee ntitled to compensation for improvements ordered by the 
Executive of the Crown. Also, if rights of lessor become 
extinguished and involve determination of lease, le see entitled 
to full compensation for improvements and for unlapsed portiou 
of lease-compensation found by distributing co ts of improve
ments equally over whole term, and charging quota of each un
expired year. Cost of protecting demi ed property from damage 
can be claimed from lessor by lessee. Rent, a]_Jart from expre s 



covenant to contrary, quarterly; arrears of two quarters give 
lessor right to give notice to determine lease. On other hand, 
if lessee, by circumstances beyond control, and not merely by 
personal di auility, prevented for three months or more from 
benefiting by usufructuary right, can claim proportionate 
reduction of rent. If thus prevented fur a year or more, no 
rent can be granted for that time. ] or arrears of rent or other 
demands, lessor has right of distre s upon good and chattel" of 
lessee found after determination of lease upon demised land. 
These rights extelld to things of ·which 1 ssee had, after alieuation, 
only retained use during period of lease-to standing crops, as 
well as crops gathered in, and to live and dead stock ; but these 
things must have belonaed to lessee. I ight of di tress attaches 
to all go ds and chattels from day of arrival on d mi ed 
propert . n other hand, 1 ssee may withhold r nt to satisfy 
claims for compensation. Contracts of demise c n b tacitly 
prolonged fr m y ar to year. Where rotation f crop . such 
tacit prolongation only terminates at end of such period of 
rotation, accordina to local custom. In no case can notice be 
given except six months before end of agricultural year. Lessee 
must suffer det rmination of hi. lease whene' er forced sale by 
law of the property take place; can claim comp nsation from 
les or's estates, with status of preference creditor f third cla ~. 

Heirs of lessors only obliged to recognize leases for one full year 
or for customary agricultural period. For abuse and misuse, 
lessee subject to determination at an time. If lessor only 
tenant for life or term of years, succes. ors not bound to recogniz 
lea. es beyond oue year, a>i abov . In uch case le.., ee, if fact of 
smaller estat of the lessor conceal d from him, can claim com
pensation. For breach of covenant a contract of demise can be 
annulled. Le see bound to maintain demised lands in good 
condition, and demised buildings in good repair. Repair not 
rendered necessary by carelessne s or want of foresight of 
himself or hi agents, or requiring mat rials not found on the 
property, to be made by the lessor. Lessee cann t sell tra w 
and other materials used in manure, and cannot diminish the 
cattle received with the land; but lessor must replace cattle 
killed by plague or other unusual misfortunes. With regard to 
sheep, le ·see bears loss of first aud tbird quarters, less r of 
second and fourth. If co t of replacing cattle more than 
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estimated price in lease, lessor bound to pay difference. For 
breach of covenant or deterioration lease can be set aside by 
help of tribunal. Partial remission of rent can be claimed for 
failure of crop from external causes-such as frost, drought, 
hailstones, destrur.tion by mice, locusts, flooding, and the like ; 
al o in ca::: s of damages by firn and water. 

Evrcno .-Even in cases of deterioration r quires judicial 
sanction. Usual to give security of from one to two years' rent. 
The term of the lease u ually eighteen or twenty-four years. 
Law fav urs rents part in money, part in kind. Tendency of 
law to protect tenant during the period of his course of agri
cultme; ni ves no right of compensation for unsanctioned 
im1 rovemeuts; and, finally, process of eviction rendered difficult 
of execution. Law entirely silent as to the erection of 
buildings. 

UNITED STATE '. 

TE URK-Tenancy created both by parol and written agree
m at-generally by the latter. Long terms not usual in leasing 
farm lands. Where no agre ment; law declares tenant shall quit 
by notice ; should he refuse, matter goe. bef re competent 
tribunal. If rent payable half-yearly, three months' notice; if 
annually, six months' notice. Where no agreement as to time, 
presumption of law a lease for one year. Tenant no right to 
stay continuously in holding without landlord's consent. If 
tenant permitted to possess land without molestation for a month 
after expiration of lease, law presumes renewal of lease for one 
year, but no longer. Where lessee has qualified, temporary 
interest, assignable at will in absence of contrary agreement. 
Transf ree takes land under previous conditions of transferor. 

RENT.-Fixed by agreement. Money, shares, or produce. 
One-fourth or one-fifrih crop as contracted generally. Amount 
usually regulated by competition. Money rents generally 
payable quarterly or half-yearly. No legal re triction on 
amount of rent fixed by agreement. Contract usually written. 
If both agree, continued year by year; if not, three to six 
months' notice. Condition inserted in contract. Terms of 
contract once made cannot be arbitrarily altered. If tenant 
remains on the land after expiration ·of lea. e, only liable for 
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amount of rent named in lease. Recovery of rent by common 
law process of distress by landlord-replevin by tenant. In 
Maryland property can be pursued for thirty days, and rent 
recovererl by its sale, even if passed into other occupancy. 

EvICTIONs.-Evictions, when leases forfeited by their own 
terms and conditions for non-payment of rent or other stipulated 
cause, by summary process before justice of peace, with right of 
jury, if over 20 dollars (£3). No special statutes enabling 
tenants to redeem. 

REPAIRS.-Permancnt, by landlord generally. Law recog
nizes no right in tenant to improvements except under covenant 
in his lease. 

IMPROVEMENTS.-When buildings become part of real estate 
and property of landlord, improvement and fixtures made by 
tenant for purpose of trade and commerce removeable by him. 
Tenants no means of raisin a loans for improvement of farms from 
Government or by special law; must raise on personal credit, 
or that of friends, from neighbours or banks. Tenants receive 
no assistance by law, public credit, or otherwise, to become owners 
of their holdings. They are wholly dependent on their own 
exertions and personal credit in the matter of buying property. 
A very large portion of the farm lands owned by men who have 
in early life been tenants. 

GREECE. 

Law passed in 1836, conferring on each family of Hellenes 
right to purchase from the State, at public auction, thirty acres 
of land. For this purpose Go' ernment authorised to grant to 
head of each family credit on Treasury to am Junt of £71 8s. 7 d. ; 
this ~um to be reimbursed in thirty-six years at 6 per cent. 
interest and sinking fund. All sums above this to be repaid 
in ten years, and intexest at 8 per cent., if they exceeded £214 
5s. 9d. In a financial point of view a complete failure. Pur
chasers unwilling or unable to meet engagements. On subject 
being again brought under discussion in 1855, new law passed 
remitting all arrears due up to that date. The measure proved 
as great a failure as the first; highly problematic whether State 
will evP.r recover large sums due. The original law, "Law of 
Dotation,,, long since in· disu e. Bill submitted to Legislature 
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1864, to leave peasants in po session of present holdings, on 
condition of reimbursing to State price of land at moderat~ 
valuation. Nothing done down to 1870. 

AN IRISH TENANT'S PRIVILEGE 

A tenant who voluntarily surrenders his farm receives full 
compensation for improvements executed by hi1melf or his pre
decessors. 

A tenant disturbed by act of landlord for causes other than 
Hon-payment of rent must be paid by landlord full compensa
tion for all improvements, and also, as compensation for disturb
ance, a sum of money varying from one to seven years of his 
rent. N.B.-A notice to quit is deemed a disturbance. 

A tenant even when evicted for non-payment of rent, must 
ue paid by lundlord-(a) full compensation for improvements. 
\iVhen rent does not exceed £15 he must be paid in addition 
( b) a sum of money, varying from one to seven years of his 
rent, if court decides the rent exorbitant. A tenant cannot be 
evicted for non-payment of reri.t until one year's rent is in arrear; 
even when evicted he can, within six months, get back posses
sion and defeat landlord's action by paying amount due, less 
amount of any profit landlord may have made out of holding 
while tenant out of possession. A tenant, where he or his pre
decessor paid money with landlord's consent on coming into 
holding, and not been paid compensation in respect of any other 
claim, and not permitted to dispose of interest to incoming 
tenant, must be paid by landlord, not only such compensation 
as awarded in respect of money so paid, but also full compensa
tion for all improvements made by himself or his predecessor 
since such payment. The court, in assessing the amount of 
compensation referred to, bound to take into consideration any 
unreasonable conduct on part of landlord, and must give 
judgment having regard to such conduct. A tenant can, imme
diately after notice to quit, bring claim for compensation, and 
cannot then be ejected from holding until landlord has paid 
amount awarded him. Almost all improvements presumed to 
be made by tenant or his predecessor. A tenant may register 
a schedule of improvements made by himself or his predecessor, 
and such schedule is prinut facie evidence that improvements 
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were made as therein mentioned. Further, no tenant whose hold
ing is at or under £50 can by contract deprive himself. of com
pensation to which he iR by law entitled. 

ON PuRCHASE.-When property sold in Landed Estates 
Court, court must give special facilities to tenants to purchase 
holdings. Board of Works empowered to advance to tenants 
any sum not exceed~ng two-thirds of money required for pur
chasing holdings, and whole loan, with interest, discharged by 
instalments of £5 per cent. per annum for thirty-five years on 
money borrowed. 

lH.RRISO:N A.?<1> 80NS1 ST. :MARTIN'S LANE. 
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"IRISH COWARDS!" 

CURSED and hunted and outraged, but true to the English throne, 
The deserted Irish landlords are tryi11g to hold their own; 
Loyal and true, but forsaken ; insulted and robbed and spurned, 
At the hands of the English Premier the name of cowards they've earned. 

" Cowards" I of course they're cowards, trying their rights to save, 
Looking in vain for assistance from the hands of the English brave ; 
With the Government hopeless and helpless, these cowards they took 

their stand, 
Declaring the law of the Land League should not be the law of the land. 

"Cowards" a Society forming in defence of their lives and lands, 
Trying in vain to strengthen the Government's trembling hands ; 
Upholding the law of England in the midst of a desperate game, 
That's how the Irish landlords have come by the roward's name. 

The deeds of Maxwell and Goddard and others, we know them here, 
In defence of the laws of England they were cowards who knew no fear, 
Holding their lives as nothing in sur.h terrible days as these, 
While the Government brave~v follows with protests and trembling knees. 

See how the thieves' <lgitation with the Government ably copes, 
Rewarded at last with a plunder exceeding their wildest hopes ; 
And they buy off the traitors with money which they steal from the loyal 

few, 
And say to the landlords, " Be thankful for the little that's left to you." 

Well, times they of course are changiHg, and the old way is not the new, 
For rebels are now rewarded and punished the staunch and true; 

We must see that the man who's plundered is punished for suffering loss, 
And give the successful garotter a st:u or Victoria Cross. 
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It was one of those Irish "cowards " who in Afghan won the day, 
It was one of those loyal Irish who showed the British the way; 
It was Gladstone ~ave back the position won by many a glorious feat, 
It was Roberts won the battle; it was Gladstone who said, H Retreat." 

'Twas the Irish coward, Wolseley, who to England the Transvaal gave, 
Surrendered and lost to Britain by Gladstone who's called the brave; 
'Twas our noble and plucky Premier who said that the war should cease, 
Thus slaying old England's honour, the honour whose end was peace. 

The fight it may be too heavy, the odds of ten thousand to one 
May beat down those Iri~h cowards,- it may be their day is done; 
If so, in the day of rebellion Old England may count the cost, 
And sigh for the loyal " cowards" her Premier has ruined and lost. 



THE IRISH TENANT.* 

THEY say that the Masther is in it, and we're not to care one rap ; 
We must give him no word of welcome, sorra h~.nd must go nigh a cap, 
We used to be glad to see him, and plased to meet him you know, 
But a different chat has come in it, from the talk that was long ago. 

When the winther was hard and cruel, in the frosts and the could and 

snow, 
If we wanted a hand to help us, to the masther we'd always go; 

And he stood to us well a vicko, from the time the disthress began, 
There's min would'nt now be livin', if it was'nt for that ould man. 

But now sure they say he's a tyrant, and that death is his only due, 
We must hould to the crops we've planted, and the money we owe him too; 
And as Father Mick was remarkin', and he rasoned it well you see, 
All the money he gave to my childhers, was the cash that he stole frl)m me. 

When a gossoon of mine was dyin', through the rason he'd got decline, 

The misthress she took and she fed him, with broth and with cram es 

and wine, 
And sure I had nature for her, when she stood there by Pat's bedside ; 

And the tears row led down her features, for the sake of the boy that died. 

But as Father Mick was explainin, as I think I remarked before, 

While the misthress had silks and satins, it was rags that my childhers 

wore; 
And in Dublin she'd go gallivantin, and lashins of money she spint 

In a gownd, and a jacket, and bonnet, that would cost perhaps a whole 

year's rint. 

* Appeared in Pan. 
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That's the way that she robbed and crushed us: and the Masther's a great 
dale worse. 

They were sayin' above at the meetin, he desarves all the people's curse, 
And as one Miss Parnell was statin, that the landlords should all lie flat 
Through makin' manure of our fathers, and talk that's the likes of that. 

How the tinants should be the landlords, of this faith, the divil a doubt, 
But who were to be the tinants I could'nt myself make out; 
And as they were sayin and talkin that tyranny seldom it thrives, 
And the man we'd have died for the want of was the curse of his ti!lant's 

lives. 

What's that ! its a shot, it's a struggle, it's a cry, it's a fallin' sound ; 
Oh God ! it's the poor ould masther that's lying upon the ground. 
Who's that? is it you Ned Moran? not a pagan or haythen Turk 
For all that you ever could give him would have joined in this desperate 

work. 

Give me some drink, more, slantha ! sorry? I cannot tell, 
This new way that leads to heaven, seenis the ould way that led to hell, 
Come give me some more whiskey, "sorry?" how can it be, 
How on earth can I ever be sorry for the man that was good to me? 

So I'll give you just one night's shelther,and you've brought tu a bloody ind, 
The man you and I Ned Moran, were proud once to call a frind ; 

You've killed a desperate oppressor? well may be you've said what's right, 
And the man who murthered his masther, shall sleep in my house to-night. 
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LADY M---

OLD ERIN, she may remember, with pride perhaps, the days of old 

When Malachi smote the invader: and wore the collar of gold ; 
But each Connemara hilltop should shine with a bonfire's light, 

For the patriot men of Connaught have won a most glorious fight. 

In the olden days, Old Erin won glory and bright renown, 
While her sons stood shoulder to shoulder, and beat the stranger down

I t was men whom they met and conquered in the days of the long ago- · 

But the men of Connaught have routed a different kind of foe. 

There's a lone and stricken woman whose happiness all has fled. 

It's scarce a month since her husband was found on the roadside dead,* 
Cruelly, foully, murdered, but patriots all allege 
'Twas the noble deed of heroes, who fired from behind a hedge. 

These noble fellows considered this was not enough renown : 
The fatherless children and widow, they cried, "Let us hunt them down ! 

No man ere this has done it, but we have no sense of shame, 
Hunting a wretched woman, oh, faith, it's a glorious game ! " 

But pity will tind an entrance to the hearts of the high and iow, 

So the greatest lady in England was touched with the talc of woe, 

She stretched out her hand to help her, she rescued the poor oppressed, 

And she gave to the hunted shelter, and she gave to the weary, rest. 

'Twas a cruel outrage on Connaught, that the head of the English Court 

Should rob it of all its pastime, should come down and spoil the sport; 
But men will talk of the lady who took the poor widow's part, 

And murmur, that God may bless her, for her kind and noble heart. 

The patriots' best consolation in the midst of their trials sore 

Is surely to think they have acted as men never did before : 

For villainy's various phases in every country are known, 

But the glory of hunting a woman belongs to Connaught alone. 

* \Yritten a year ago. 



ONE WHO KNEW BETTER DAYS. 

A HA~DFUL of coals in the fire place, 
Were giving a sickly blaze, 

And crouched by the flickering embers 

'Vas one who'd known better days. 

Two children were crying beside her, 

And clutching their mother's gown, 
Crying for help from the famine 

That was coldly beating them down. 

" Give us some food, <lear mother ! 
Can't you a little spare ! " 

There comes on the face of the woman 
The terror of wild despair. 

" Is there no one to defend us 

From famine so stern and rude ? 

Is there no hand to help me ?

My children are wanting food ! 

Women and children are dying, 
Is there no man to feel ashamed ? 

Where is the law and the justice 

For which Old England's famed ? 

Why should they keep my money ? 

Not one of that robber band 

But to whom I have given assistance, 

Or stretched out a helping hand. 

Kept them from want and privation, 
Why should it be that I 

Here now should helpless listen 

When my children from hunger cry ?" 
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Then she stopped and she grasped at nothing 

And fell back helplessly, 
And there came like a dying whisper, 

"The fight is too big for me.'' 

And she muttered of" home" and "husband," 
And "father," and "dear old place," 

Till at last the moon shone coldly 
On the widow's pale dead face. 

So they found her there in the morning, 
And the children they still there cried 

For food and for warmth and comfort, 
By their cold dead mother's side. 

And strangers a burial gave her 
And she lies in a pauper's rest ; 

She was called to her home when weary 
By One who does all things best. 

Lords and ladies of England, 
This is no lying tale; 

Women and children are starving, 
Shall their cries be of no avail? 

Fathers and husbands and brothers, 
Daughters and mothers and wives, 

Will you give us here no assistance 
In saving our sisters' lives. 

Lords and Commons of England, 
For the sake of your bright renown, 

Ward off those Land League ruffians 
Who are striking those sisters down. 

You will never do nobler action, 
You will never earn juster praise, 

Than by giving some help and comfort 
To those who've known better days. 



(A FACT.) 

THURLES, JULY, 188r. 

FAITH, I'll own I am sore and sorry, in my head is rany a hole, 
Sticking plaister, like ornamentation, is smothering u> my poll, 
And if you would ask the rason, why here it is plain ou see, 
It was thro' their not clouting Goddard, that the boy got a-clouting me. 

'Twas agreed, you'll perceive, . at a meeting, when .. he agent for rint 
would call, 

Some would be p_?.ying Griffith's, and some paying nohing at all; 
The last we should pay was the landlord, what on theearth did the man 

disarve, J · 

Give the Gombeen man all our money, and let the 011d masther starve. 

That's the way, so the Land League tells us, and wedaren't of course 

. !'efuset 
So the shopkeepers got all their money, and the priest faith !.got double 

dues; 
Well, troth! if my way they granted, the masther sho d have his share 
Before those who make us rob him, but that's neither iere nor there. 

Well, be that as i't may, to our offers the agint would nt consint 
To take from tenants " Griffith's" or less than a h~lf-yar's rint; 
But we stuck to the Land League's taching, and we ruck. to our rints 

as well, 
So he sint for that divil Goddard to come down our fams to sell. 

When we heard that Goddard was coming, faith, the nws all the boys 

did vex, 
And we swore if we didn't kill Goddard the divil might reak our necks ! 

So we all of us went to meet him when he came by thearly train, 
And many's the stout boy swore it, he'd never go back gain. 
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As the divil's good luck would have it we hadn't there long to wait, 

For the thrain was a thrifle early and the peelers a thrifte late ; 

Five hur.dred was in it to kill him, and sorra one sowl need care, 
For no one could ever be taken with divil a peeler there. 

Five hundred shillelaghs were ready and only one skull to crack, 
When out walked that divil Goddard, pon me conscience, the boys 

moved back, 
Out he comes with his hand in his pocket, 'twas a pistol I think he 

clutched, 
But be that as it may, be jabers, not a hair of his head was touched. 

Pat Dolan says, faith he'd have struck him but the boys all around did 

crush; 
Tim Maguire, well, I think got frightened, for I noticed he lost his blush; 

And meself thought the divil was in it and was making the sign of the 

cross, 
But however on earth it happened· we let Goddard go to loss. 

And so he got safe to the Court house, and the sorra much time was spint 
Till he made us pay out to the Sheriff the costs and a whole month's rint ; 
\Vhen I seen how he done his business without blather, or talk, or fuss, 

Thinks I, you know more about it than the chaps that is taching us. 

Says Dan Moran to me, "you're a coward," says I "you're a liar, Dan," 

''Why did'nt yerself hit Goddard?" that's the way that the row began: 

And every boy that was in it before you could sneeze or cough, 
Was leatherin' away like blazes because we let Goddard off. 

There was tarin, and 7warin', and fightin', and leatherin' round the town, 
There wasn't a boy that was in it that hadn't a batthered crmvn; 

So we paid our rints and got rr..urthered, and stuck to the Land League 

still, 
And every man there got hurted but the man we went out to kill. 

R. ] . NI. 
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To the Liberals and Consc1·vatives of Gnat Britain, who have 

any stalte or interest in their country or regm·d /01· the welja?'e of 

all classes of its people, menaced by the extreme doct1·ines of 

R adicalism, which, unde1· the cloal.; of patrfotism and progress, mean 

the dissolution of society, these pages a?'e insc1·ibed b.71 

THE AUTHOR. 





'·STAMP ON IT, BILL!" 

T is proposed in the following pages to lay before the reader as 
·onciscly as po sible the shifts to whi.ch some of the members of 
h e Government and its supporters have been driven in endeavour
ng to wriggle out of the heavy responsibility which rest upon 
hem in the present crisis in Ireland, for which they will be 

i· quired to give an account. 
·we pcrc ive there a condi.tion of things more difficult anJ 

h arassing than that of '98, because we knew b .tter the1 .. what we 

h aJ. to encounter, face to face, and the work we had to do was over 
in a few days-a fair stand-up fight. Whereas now, owing to tbc 
<lifliculties in the way of the Insurgents rising en masse to be put 
<lown en masse, in con~cquence of the facilities afforded by our net
work of railways for rapidly concentrating a military force on ::my 
p~rticular spot, direct re~istance is rend red impo~sible, a ort of 
guerilla warfare is i· e r, up, and we have to deal with n. secret foe 
"vhi ·h, from the various hesitations, fears , or intentional <lcla) on 
the part of the Government, together wjth a coercion of a 1.:elvrt.'J 
·harncter, and a polic!J of ldclts and R.isses-as the Duke of ::..\Iarl

rongh describe it-ha· been a11o\Yed to strengthen its hand and 
.·teal a march upon us with mnple time to develop its resources 
and organise its motley army of· recruits ~md retainer~. 

The writer will, perhn.p;:;;, be more readily li.tenec..1 to when he 
. ntreats the reader to believe that I e i not a party man, an cl is, in some 
r e ·pcd.', more of ~L Liberal thrm a Conservative, especially in regard 
to our foreign pollcy ; that he has in con equence tet down nol16h t 

in malice, and profoundly regrets the risk the Government runs of 
being upset from the heroic legislation of :\fr. Gladstone. 

It is in the curse of Party Government, and in the political 
Tiva1rics and animosities of great party leaders, and, ns it hus bce:i 
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called, an untime~IJ democrncy, that are to be traced the causes which 
have been secretly at work to bring about the present crisis in 
Ireland, to which may be added the weakness of human nature to 
withstand. the temptations of personal ambition or vanity which the 
imaginary exigencies of State policy offer to all persons not gift d 
·with the highest order of mind, and capable, therefore, of rising
aborn the temptations of oflice. Political life, indeed, has been 
described by some pe ... simists as one necessarily as ·ociated with an 
atmosphere of lies and imposture. At any rate we find politician ... · 
saying and doing things which they would not think of saying and 
doing in any other than a parliamentary sense; just as we find some
times people well educated, and otherwise high-minded and well
principled, are tempted to say and do things under the pressure of 
pecuniary difficulties which they could not believe themselves. 
capable of at other times, or under ordinary conditions. H nee, as 
in the character of Mr. Bright, we see a man of peace by profession 
sunk in the politician into a man "swift to shed blood.'' 

Someone has called the present Gov rnment a Government of 
the three A's-Apology, Atheism, and Anarchy. However that 
may be, it is certainly a Government which lays claim to the first 
)f these titles of distinction, and it is with that we are for the 
moment chiefly concerned. 

The Government finds its difficulties increasing in an inYeri;:e 
ratio with its hesitation and procrastination. For political con
siderations it has been coquetting with a formidable conspiracy from 
the very first, and then owing to certain differences (if not a ... plit) 
in the Cabinet-the result of" ambiguities, hesitations, and helpless 
quailing hefore legal and constitutional quibbles, and vain hopes and 
subterfuges "-it finds itself brought to bay between two forces ; 
on the one hand the Conservative Opposition, on the other its forme1· 
"eompanion, guide, and own familiar friend'' and partner in ''public 
plunder" (to use a phrase of Mr. GLADSTONE' ), viz : the Land 
League wolves, to whom the Prime Minister has thrown a sop in 
the form of a Land Bill they are too hungry to look at. It is no 
matter at all between the Government and its predecessors, a::, most 
of its apologists in their recent " extra parliamentary utterances'' 
pretend,-as I proceed to show. 
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Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT apologises for the Government 
tactics after this fashion. He attributes the responsibility for the 
earlier growth of the Land League to the late Government. Why 
then did hi party when they came into power say that the country 
''was in a condition which did not require exceptional legislation ? " 
and what could have led Mr. Gladstone to remark that he " found 
Ireland in a state of unwonted peace and prosperity ? " Facts are 
stubborn thing , and a question like this cannot be shirked, but 
must be clearly answered if the Government wishes to stand well 
with the English people. 

Sir William offers as a further apology the fact that the 
Government was unwilling to apply coercion without remedial 
measures in deference to Liberal principles, and that agitation could 
not be suppressed until grievance had been redressed ; that 
"reprc sion," in short, " would have been ineffectual during the 
·<liscu ~ ion [the Bill," and moreover that ''Government were not 
:satisfied that all the reasonable objects of constitutional agitation 
~rnd been allowed," although, at that very time he was speaking, 
murder, mutilation, ancl pillage were the outcome of that agitation, 
·crying aloud piteou ly for the intervention of the Executive. The 
Judges, the Magistrates, the Landlords, and the Press all told the same 
tale teeming with evidence of utter lawlessness throughout the country, 
proving that the agitation was neither reasonable nor constitutional, 
and therefore ought not then to have been tolerated. It was all of 
no use. The Government held on their cruel imperturb
able way, and let the mangling process of man and beast, and the 
bloodshed and the tormentors go theirs, and did nothing but call 
Parliament together a month before the usual time, and ever since 
the dreadful tragedy has been playing out, notwithstanding :JIR. 
GLAD TONE

1
8 assurance in his speech in the Mansion Hou ·e a 

year ago to the "community" (whose moral support he was so 
anxious to obtain) that " influences pressed on his view which 
could not for a moment pretend to be legitimate, and which are 
:incompatible with the first conditions of a well-constituted society, 
which depend on the maintenance of public order. It was not 
England which was being punished, but it was Ireland itself, in 
which not only landlords, but occupiers of the soil who de ire to 
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fulfil their duties and perform their contracts, those who woulcT 
wish to be occupiers by taking farms which have become vacant, 
find themrnlves obstructed by menace, by intimidation, and by 
crimes which are a disgrace to any country. The obligation 
incumbent upon us to protect every citizen in the enjoyment of 
hi· life and property may compel us under certain circumstance 
to ask for an increase of power." (Loud cheers.) We know now how 
this word of promise to the" community" was kept, and why thos 
"certain circumstances" never turned up. \Ye all know, too, ho\Y ea y 
it is in a public speech to say something which will win a cheer, yet 
which every thinking person in the room, excepting the greatunthink
in<Y majority of the audience, knows to be absolutely contrary to fact. 
All that is wanted is a flourish, a becoming emphasis, and a bold 
a. ·ertion at the end of a n atly turned sentence, and the effect is 
('ertain. vYhcn Sm w lLLL\M HARCOURT says the Government 
''was unwilling to apply coercion without remedial m asurcs,' it is 
not easy to see what connection there is between the two things. 
Docs he mean that the murders, mutilations, and plunder should be 
allowed to go on until the discus ion of the Bill was concluded and 
the Act came into force? Do these crimes weigh so light in > ' ir 
vYilliam's scale of justice against the importance to be attached to ai 

Bill for ameliorating the actu,1.1 or supposed grievances of th 
pt:upk tl1at the former may uc laid aside with indifference for a while? 
Then, supposing the Conservati v·es were to blame (and I confess I think 
th('}' were exceedingly to blame) for letting the ticket-of-leave man 
nnsitt and the other Fenian prisoners out of prison to "stump the 
country," does that excuse the Government for their laxity on suc
ceeding their predecessors in office? Does another man's offence justify 
mine ? Then how could" the'' Conservatives before they went out 
of office have "nipped the Land League in the bud," seeing that 
the bud had. not then been formed ? Indeed, as Lord HARTINGTON 

rnicl, the Land League agitation was at that time quite legitimate 
Why then should it have been put down ? It began, as his Lord
ship says, as a ' 1 charitable institution for relieving distressed 
tenants" during the so-called ''famine" (about which there was a 
good deal of exaggerated talk and noise made) ; it was as innocent 
1hcn u the child whose cradled life > ir William so. picturesquely 



.describes as having b en tended by :Yfr. JJowther. Mr. Parnell 
had then, a:5 Lord Hartington t lls us, no more than six followers. 
It wa · only after the Liberals came into office that the child became 
wilful, an<l. under their tuition or the fostering care of Sir ·William 
Harcourt and his friends, turned out a rogue and a vagabond ; a.nd 
·"afterward·," as LORD HARTING-TON ays, "became a power," a:; 
the Government now knows to its cost. They have been nursing 
a viper, and it has turnecl and ungratefully bitten them. Herc 
then w haYe another instance of divided opinion in the Cabinet; 
8ir William on the one ~ide says the Conservatives ought to have 
put down the Land League in its inception ; Lord Hartington on 
the other side says they ought to have done nothing of the kind. 

Now if we follow t11e career of this young scapegrace or mis
managed protegc of Sir -William Harcourt and find him at the head 
.of a " remorseless code of a criminal confederacy " which was 
"allowed to grow with the growth un<l strength n with the trcngth 
of the Land League," as Mr. Grnso. said, of what value ·is Sir 
William's assertion that the accusation again t him falls to the 
ground, that it was "un<l.er the influence and connivance of his 
party that the Land League grew "up. ?" . It was after the Con
servatives went out of office that the spark which ~fr. Gladstone 
.failed to put his foot on broke into a flame, or the ball was set a 
.rolling with the murder of Lord ~fountmorres in September, 1880. 

Sir William seems actually to imply that the Government has 
been backed all the more heartily by the'' conscience of the people" 
from its not having put down bloodshed and anarchy before ! It 
is :::i. horrible and absurd suggestion, but one to which Sir \Villiam's 
argument seems to lead ns. 

''Coercive measures," says LORD HARTINGTON," are of no use 
unless put in force vigorous! y ," and that is not to be done it seems 
without the permission of a " great majority of united opinion in 
Ire1ancl." ·what is that but 't'O.t populi vo.?J Dei? "rilkes or Jack 

ade over again ! "Reluctance," says his Lord hip, ''would have 
·been shown to repressive measures before." No doubt of it ; but 
he would have had to wait long, I suspect, before the divine voice of 
the great majority of the people would have given the ignal for 
"' r prcssive measures ! " Is LORD HARTIXGTON re::t11y not aware 
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that this "conscience of the people" is more demoralised with a 
fierce defiant attitude than it ever was before ? 

But was it a time to wait, on any pretence 'whatever, ·.vhilc
murder and rapine were stalking through the country until that 
"reluctance" should be overcome ? 

Mercy is not itself that oft looks so ; 
Pardon is still the nur c of second woe. 

Lonn HARTINGTO ' said in Lancashire the other day that the 
Government ''is not and cannot be an organisation for the enforcement 
of the right· of property." If it be not this, what is it? I had 
alway· thoughtthiswa one of the elementary duties of a Government. 
Besides what does the imposition of taxes imply? Government has 
no right to levy taxes and give us no equivalent for our allegiance. 
It renders itself liable to impeachment for thus abdicating its func
tions. A mutual contract imp1ies mutual obligations-my allegiance, 
your protection. To deny to either side the rights of contract is 
an immoral transaction, an aphorism we shall find a little further 
on, which l\Ir. Gladstone can at one time ratify, at another 
ignore. 

• . • . . • • • Quid leges sine moribus 
van::e proficiunt? 

L01m H.A.RTINGTO~ sneers at the " Property Defence Associa
tion" as " an association which has been formed in Ireland for the 
purpose of assisting the landlords, who, from poverty, weakness, 01· 

any otha cause, are not themselves in a position to assert their own 
rights." That othe1' cause we have not far to look for ; it is 
the very palpable one of which the Government ought to be the 
most ashamed, viz., its having ·abdicated its functions-its· failing in 
one of its elementary and sacred duties, viz., the protection of 
liberty, life, and property, which Lord Hartington says is not 
its duty. 

Then LORD HARTINGTON has the assurance to repeat the false
hood so often exposed that the " Government caunot be held 
responsible for the condition of thjngs which now prevails in 
Ireland, a condition they ha.ve not created, but which they found in 
existence," although Mr. Gladstone said, so far from finding such a 
condition prevailing, he found the country in a hopeful and 
promising state, as we have before remarked. 
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LORD HARTD"GTOX has the boldness further to affirm that the 
,power of the Land League has been broken and that as an organisa
tion it no longer exists; the truth being that the monster has two 
heads, or better still, as Horace says it is a hydra with a· many vices 
as heads, "Bellua multorum es capitum ;" the snake is "scotched, 
not killed;" having a double existence it is still doing as brisk a 
business as ever in the Ribbon Society-its faithful ally all along 
-and also in the vVomen's Land League at the old quarters in 
Sackville Street, a striking proof certainly of the Government 
" taking all steps necessary for the maintenance of law and order,'' 
us Lord Spencer says! 

To return to SIR \VrLLL\.U, " What course," says he, "would 
.our political opponents have taken under these circum tances? 
Vv ei-e they prepared to invite the co-operation of Parliament to 
. .compel the payment of an unfair rent by force (" By no means, 
but a fair rent, yes! Kow I ask Sir Wilham what ort of a 
.fair rent is the Government at the present moment compelling the 
,payment of by fo1'ce without the co-opemtion of Pa1'liwnent? I say 
this advisedly, because the commi sioners were not appointed by 
Parliament. If this is to be the '' crucial test betwee!l the Liberals 
and Tories in the government of I1 eland," as Sir William calls it, 
the people in this and other countries will not be long in furnishing 
him with a reply not very acceptable to him, but founded on the 
eternal principles of fidelity to engagements, honour, and justice, 
which have made England what she is in the eyes of the world, not 
what Mr. Gladstone would apparently have her appear. 

Then what right had Sir "William to sa.y '' things would have 
gone worse than they have if the Land Act had not been passed [ '~ 
"If he can prove that," he says,'' the reckless charges made against 
the Government crumble into dust." But, supposing he cannot 
prove that, and that we are able to turn the tables upon him, anu 
.appealing to facts ask him to contra.st the present state of the 
country since the passing of the Land Act (that "message of peace") 
with its actual condition on this 24th day of December, 1881, and 
.find that so far from its not having "gone worse" it is in a con
siderably worse condition, notwithstanding the Government has 
·" taken all steps necessary for the maintenance of law and order," 
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,vJrnt becomes of Sir ·William's expression" reckless?" Does not 
the charge remain, inexorable, like the fatal writing on the wall, 
against the Government-" Thou art weighed in the balance and 
art found wanting?" The "Government," he says, "could do no 
more than introJuce a measure to redre s a grievance, and use all the 
powers of the Executive to suppress agitn.tion,-having redre ~ed the 
grieYn.nc he would proceed to carry out the law." Disobedience 
to law, therefore, in Sir 'William's estimation, is a tri:O.e compared 
with deLiy in the redress of a grievance; that is puttiug the 
cart before the horse, or the saddle on the wrong hori;;e , but 
what e\·i<l.cnce is th re to support the e magnanimous resolves ? 
"Actions speak louder than words, and words are cheap," says the 
proYcrb. Is it "using all the powers of the Executive" to treat 
tencJ rly "suspects" or village bullies, some of whom have been 
caught red handed with the damning evid nee in their pockets of 
direct communication with the Ribbon ~ ociety, with proposals for 
1hc tallin,r; qff of certain individual at a particular time and place ? 
or othcrEl, like l\1r. Sexton, who haYc ma<l use of such atrocious 
language as that to kill nn Orange "Emergency man" is a com
JY.endablc act of patriotism, and something less than justifiable 
homicide? or one like l\1r. Parnell, who told the people at ::\cw 
Ross to go up to Dublin and break open the Constabulary Barrack 
to release two young witnesses in the dreadful case of the murder 
of Mr. Boyd;* he who was arraigned by Mr. GLADSTOXE himselC 
the thcr day at Knowsley, as being guilty of the highest crime 
knmrn to the law, Yiz. :-of the "adoption of formidable machinery 
to compel eYerybody to acquiesce in the corrupt and demoralising 
doctrine of rapine, and. through ?'opine to march to the disintegra
tion and dismemberment of the Empire, ancl even to the placing of 
different parts of the Empire . in direct hostility one with another~" 
Surely this would have been a hanging m:itter not long ago? 
So far from "using all the powers of the ExecutiYe,'' Mr. FORSTER 
seems to have done his Y ry best to bring the Executi\'e into· 

* 'Ibis achice to the people, tliough it was given so many months before thc
issue of the "no rent" manifesto, \\" fl not, according to Mr. Cbamlerlain (as we 
shall see further on), an examplr of ''complicity in a leader of the Land League 
with an illegal object or method ! " 
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contempt by telling these village scoundrels their impri onmcnt 
wns not intended as a punishment, by allowing the Boards of 
Guardian to grant their families £1 a week, whether they wantecl 
it or not; a regular p remium on rasca.lity ! or by letting su pects out 
of pri on unconditionally, on pretence: perhaps, of being "delicate," 
at the instance of a doctor, a brother suspect (as though a man's 
phy ic:1l stamina had any connection with his crime or the punisb
ment due to it); or by permitting the "Ladies' League" to con
tinue the old business in the old quarters (as though women coulcl 
not be as mi chievons as men, and some people think a good d 'al 
rnor so) ; or by allowing the conspirators to be "int rviewed" in 
gaol, and so m .bled till to keep up a communication with the 
out r ~vorlcl; * or by ordering the military and constabulary not to 
show themselves for fear of "irritating" the roughs, which led to 
the destruction of so much valuable property in Sackville Street, 
Dublln; or by making targets of the constabulary and military for 
the tones of the infuriated populace, whil they were themselves 
to fire at targets in the sky; or by pretending there is no law for 
putting down seditious newspapers but by way of making a show 
of acti ,·ity, carting away a few hundred copies of an isolatc<l im
pre sion of United Ireland, and arresting the managers and tre::t
s urers one after the other, only to be replaced by relays of other. , 
instead of seizing at once the office, plant, standing orders and all, 
and so preventing the circulation of the fatal 300,000 copies of the 
''no rent" :Manifesto which is threatening to oust the Land Act; 
or by pa. sing an Arms Bill Ro hampered, as though on purpose, 
with conditions as to make it practically useless. The consequence 
i that bands of midnight robbers and assassins, well armed , are 
nightly making raids on the small farmers all over the country. 
In former times of clisturbance, sudden and unsuspected visits of 
police to house suspected were found effectiYe. "It certainly 
seems singular," says a. journal not very hostile to the GoYernment, 
"that with n. force of 40,000 troops now garrisoned in Ireland, 
with a pO\Yerful and vigilant constabulary, and with an Act of 

* No wonder we should read in the Times Dublin report that "law and 
order are disregarded, and the elaborate code of regulations a.t Kilmainham are 
being treated with contempt." 
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Parliament specially passed for the purpose, the Government should 

haYe done so little as yet for the disarming of the people." 

The fact is, Mr. FORSTER has an unfortunate habit of taking 
one step forward and two backward, and in consequence is al ways 
losing ground, or is too late, like "Ensign Tardigrade "in the play, 

who said he was convinced he was born too late. His numerous 

unfulfilled pledges and his fondness for a "bit-by-bit system" 

which enables ruffians to violate the law and laugh at the police 
prove this. He has spoken so many words in haste to be repented 
of at leisure (the outcome, as it is said, of a desultory habit of mind), 
that everything turns out contrary to his anticipations; he "supposes )' 
one week it would "require an Act of Parliament to put down the 

Land I~eague" or a seditious paper, only to find he can do both the 

next 'vithout one; he is puzzled about "reasonable grounds" for 

taking this step to-day, about "pos iblc contingencies" for that to
morrow. Before we leave Mr. Forster and his curious apologies, W(; 

must not lose sight of the celebrated State prosecutions. y..,r as it 

using all the powers of the Executi e to resort to measures for 
suppressing an insurrection, the result of which the Gov rnment 
mPst have been told by its Attorney-General would prove abortive, 
a foregone conclusion ? and yet for the mere sake I suppose of 
making a show of doing something, the Government entered on 

these State prosecutions, which, it is said, cost the taxpayers of 
England, for whom Sm ·WILLIAM H.A.RCOUI1T professes so much con

cern, £10,000, which was transferred to the pockets of the lawyers. 

This little item, together with the vast military expense which is 
being daily incurred to maintain the mere semblance of order-but 

which has yet done next to nothing-will not bring much credit 

to the Government for its boasted economy in the eyes cf the 

" English taxpayers." A military friend of the writer's told him 

that 10,000 troops properly handled would be sufficient to maintain 

order in Ireland, but in the eyes of the Government soldiers are like 

toys, merely meant to be looked at, or to frighten people at a 

distance like bogles-at all events when in service at home. 
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The Government would rather see' a hundred innocent people 

murdered and tortured than put a stop to the butchery by shooting 

or hanging one of their remorseless assailants. "Mercy but murders, 
pardoning those who kill.'' Another friend of the writer told him a 

foreigner quite simply and seriously put the question to him ''if we 

could afford to go to war now with any continental pow·er, seeing 

we were not strong enough to re-conquer our own dominions at 
home! " He was not joking at all. 

We must trouble Sm WILLIAM HA.RCOURT" with one more 

question: which we had forgotten, viz: Why did he pick out two 

isolated cases of harshne s-call it spoliation if he pleases-to 

establish a general indictment against a whole class of society which 
:Mr. GLADSTONE declared has been upon its trial, and has been 
honourably acquitted ? Did he never hear the saying that the 
" exception proves the rule ? " He seems to think he did a very 
clever thing by asking ''if it is not putting the saddle on the wrong 
horse to say the English taxpayer is expected to pay a rack-renting 
landlord (of which class Mr. CHAMBERLAIN said there are so few in 
Ireland) 10 per cent. on his purchase money?" On what horse 
did his chief, l\f r. Gladstone, propose to put the saddle when he said 
on the 24th May that the" landlords have the r~9ht to claim, to have 
the loss they may be pToved to be caused by til e change in til e law 
made good to them at the public e.r:pense?" It could be only in this 
light that the Lord Chancellor backed up these memorable words of 
the Prime )1inister, when he said the landlo,rds would.find the value 
of th?ir pTope1·ties confinned and increased, not diminished by the 
Act. Who had to pay the £10,000 I have just alluded to as thrown 
away on the lawyers, or the expense of 40,000 troops ? Sir William's 
friends, the English taxpayers. Then if it be injustice for landlords 
to rack-rent their tenants it must be equally injustice to pare down 
rents of landlords-with as little concern, as someone has said, as if 
you were peeling oranges, i .e. uniformly and systematically, without 
reference to the ever varying circumstances of soil, locality, and 
management ? 

Is it SIR WILLIAM HARCOURT'S idea of justice to make 
reductions where rent has been stationary for 50 years, notwith- , 
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standing the landlord may have joined the tenant in making 
improvements ?-orto direct each party to pay his own costs when the 
land has been found grossly neglected by the tenant ?-or to spend 
one hour and a half in valuing a first-rate farm of 500 acres in the 
winter when there are no cro2s to inspect ? Yet all these thing·, 
these gross acts of injustice, have been done and are being done by 
Commissioners under sanction of the Government, men inexperienced, 
many of them, and prejudiced, and some actually tenant farmers 
themselves, and therefore necessarily prejudiced. 

Mr. CHAlIBERLAIN commences his apologies by renlarking 
that "coercion* is a blot on our civilisation," and his fri~nd :Mr. 
BRIGHT says "force is no remedy for popular discontent.' Who 
ever said it was ? But it is the only remedy for lawlessness and 
brute force, with which content can never live. But the lcs~ the 
Radicals boast of their horror of coercion the better. They who 
live in glass houses should not throw stones. The Radicals are i::aid 
to have resorted to force in Ireland 38 times during the 34 rears 
they have been in power since 1830, the Conservatives only- 11 
times in the 15 years during which they have been in power irj the 
rnme period. 

Another fix out of which ::Yir. CHAl\IBERLAIN will ha'1e to 
v.Tjggle as well as he can for his apology for procrastination in 
dealing with crime is his unfortunate remark that the Land League 
" changed its character" since the Land Bill passed, and that it 
then for the "first time challenged repre sion." Did murder, tihcn, 
and mutilation and public plunder begin only after the Land Bill 
had passed? Did that joyful event usher in the reign of terror ? 
In what respect had the "objects of the Land League changed 
for the ·worse ?" \Vhat can be worse than daily murders, mut1la-

* In January, 1861, a Bill was di cussed in the Ohio State to provide for 
raising 6,000 militia, and in that deuate Senator Garfield boldly declared the 
position which he always subsequently held. 1he supporters of th e vote were 
stigmatised as Coercionists. If, said he, by Coercion it was meant that the 
Go,ernment should enforce the laws by whomsoever violated, should protect the 
property and flag of the Union, ~hould puni h traitors to the Constitution
whether they were ten men or twenty thousand- t hen he was a C'oercionist. Every 
man was a Coercionist in this sense or a traitor. I recommend this observation 
of· a great character to Mr. Gladstone's waning public spirit or patriotism. 
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tions, and public plunder ? In what respect has crime called for 
.repression more now than for the last eighteen months? Owing to 
the ill-disguised apathy of the Government, there has indeed been 
an increase in crime, but no change in its character whatever that 
I know of. In August, September, ancl October of this year, the 
atrocities are aid to have been 1,244 against 740 in the corre:::;
ponding months of last year. ,,.,.ith 40,000 troops in the country 
not allowed to act, it certainly looks as if the Government had some 
secret reason for not restoring order too soon. Indeed, Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN is candid enough almost to say as much in as many 
words. "To have suppressed the (illegal) agitation sooner," says 
he (although it is not suppressed yet or nearly suppressed), " would 
have been denying the wrongs of the people, and tempting them to 
ecret violence." Is not this as much as to say the Government 

"depended on the continuance of disorder for their legislation?" To 
. put a stop then to the successful results of agitation, viz.: 
murder, mutilation, and plunder, would be to deny the wrong or 
a people! Once more, are such things to be passed by as trifles 

. compar d with certain supposed ''wrongs of the people?" :\lr. 
'1HAMBERLAIN seems to reply in the affirmative, and to tell us that 

upon the whole it is better not to interfere with brutal outrages too 
. soon lest you should prevent the people having ome "orguni ·ation 
to fall back upon," no mat~r what thl'.l.t organisation may be doing 
in excess of the law ! Yet O'Connell said that "no political change 
or improvement was worth one drop of human blood." Mr. CHA:\1-

BERLAIN evidently thinks they are worth many <lrops of such blood. 
· " There are occa<::ions," he said, "when it is a sacred duty to main
tain order.'' ''This,., said tl1e late Attorney-General for Ireland, 

· "is terribly lik saying that the support of law is only an occasional 
duty, that the assertion of the law may be occasionally subordinated 

. to other matters!'' ·with amazing self-deception, Mr. GLAD TONE 

seems to share in this opinion when he quoted these words in his 
. speech at Knowsley, when he was arraigning Mr. PAHNELL of High 
Treason, whom notwithstanding he had permitted for 15 months 

. before to steep the country in bloodshed ! Denying the '\ rnngs 
of the people indeed! How many wrongs of poor murdered, 

. mutilated, terrified people, women and children, l1a he not rather 
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"denied," as if he had never heard of them! Is that the way l\1r. 
GLADSTONE would show his love of liberty in Bulgaria or Turkey? 

As to tempting the people to acts of secret violence by sup
pressing an injurious agitation, is it possible that Mr. CHA:i\IBER
LAIN is as ignorant as LORD CARLINGFORD of the fact that such ai 

society for carrying out such acts was ready to their hand to take
the place of the Land League? 

Then how came Mr. CHAMBERLAIN to "let the cat out of the 
bag," and betray his chief, when he said if the Land League had 
been suppressed at the beginning of the year (when it was open to 
all the charges which were brought against it when. he spoke) the 
Land Act would not have been carried, while Mr. GLADSTONE said 
just the contrary, viz., that the Land Act had nothing to do with 
the Land League? "These are discrepancies," said the Times pnp r 
"which will puzzle future historians." It was indeed expressly 
stated, when the Go\·ernmcnt assumed office, that there was no 

present intention of lrgi bt1ng for Ireland ; and it was "not until 
Ireland had been brought into a state of insurrection that the 
Lanu Act entered into Mr. Gladstone's head, and what the Land 
League clamoured for was resorted to by the Government." 

Another of Mr. CHAMBERLAIN'S extraordinary apologies is ''that 

if the Land Le:igue had been suppressed earlier it would have 
excited vast masses of sympathisers with the tenants, and would 

have camel an aggravation of local outrage.'' But I ask what ean 

exce d the present sympathy with local outrage? Am I over

stating the case when I assert it has never been equalled in the 
history of Ireland? Crime still goes on, and juries will not convict, 

and tenants pay no Tent. 

As for Mr. SHAW LE FEVRE, he apologises for the Government 

on the ground that the L and League could not be put down with

out first putting down its leaders ; and that that was impossiblet 
inasmuch as the services of Mr. Parnell and Mr. Sexton and others 

were of such importance to the interest of the tenants in framing 

the Land Bill that their presence could not be dispensed with in the 
House of Commons ! 
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LORD R. GROSVENOR'S apology for the Government will not 

take up much of our time. His idea is that the "Government had 

no legal proof" of Mr. Parnell's "nefarious acts,, before the " no 

rent manifesto" was issued, which contains about as mueh truth 
and reason as Mr. GLADSTONE'S manifesto on the 10th of June last 

that it had never been declared if the Land League was an illegal 
association, although he had his Law Officers of the Crown at his 

elbow to advise him to undertake the State prosecutions. 

The Duke of Argyll, speaking as a member of the Government, 
has just declared that Mr. Chamberlain said what is absolutely 
untrue in writing to a Mr. Page Hopp that the objects of the Land 
League were approved by the Government, which had, indeed, 

" pleJged itself to carry them out.'' Hovv did it come to pass that 
the Go,·ernment prosecuted the Land. League in December, if it 
·on idcr d its avowed objects were merely ''the e:x:amination of a 

~ystem or the reform of an unjust law?'' Having detailed all the 

avowe<l objects of the Land League as illegal in December, 1880, 
how could Mr. Gladstone get up in his place in Parliament in 
June and deny his own act and deed, and say it had never been 
declared if the J_,and League was an illegal association ? It was just 

as illegal, as the Dul e says, to incite and solicit tenants to pay no 

rent above Griffiths' valuation as to incite or solicit them to pay no 
Tent at all. Indeed, some of the counts, he adds, in the indictment 
drawn up by the officers of the Governm ent made specific mention 
of the class of owners whose rents were above G-rilEths' valuation as 
men who were unlawfully injured and impoverished by the objects 
an in the operations of the League. 

"During the whole autumn and winter of 1880 we ( the 
Government) publicly declared in the most formal manner that 
we held and knew these objects to be unlawful and unjust.'' 

V\That legal proof is required for the well-established facts of 
murder, mutilation, and public plunder, which had been a daily 
topic of conversation for 15 months preceding ? They had" ample 
p wer ," said the late Attorney General for freland, Mr. Gibson, 
"for putting down the Land League, ordinary and criminal, 
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months before, no criminal la\\'ycr c~rn deny it; und that under 
common law and not under exceptional Acts.'' 

A for the ATTORNEY GENERAL, lVIr. LA.w, he offers much the 
same apology as Sir \Villiam Harcourt. " The Land League wn s

founded in 1879; then was the time to have stooped it," though 
there was nothing particular then to stop, as we have seen when 
dissecting Sir 'Yilliam Harcourt's apologies. "But the Tories," · 
CL)ntinnes the Attorney General, "dicl nothing but institute one 
criminal proceeding in a country police court, which was not pro
ceeded with," while he boa.sts of the folly of the Liberals having 
uselessly "brought to trial the popular chiefs and 1c11ders of' the 
confederation, who were acq ui ttt:d, as they ever we1'e I " 

The only reply the ATTORKEY GENERAL makes to Mr. Grn o~·s . 
sensible remark, that ''we ought not to proceed criminally unless we 
arc certain of the result," is that'' the state of Ireland precludes thH 
result in political trial ." Then why did he, as we have before 
1·cmarked, resort to means which the state of Ireland was sure to . 
render aborti\'e ? And then, without further amplification or argu
m ent, he adds : " Hu.Ying heard the late Attorney General say these 
things (viz., that it wa advisable not to proceed criminally unless; . 
we are certain of the result), he " leaves his right honourable friend 
and the Duke of ~hrlborough to settle the matter between them
.«cl ves jn any way they may think proper; " ns much as to say 
"The late Attorney Uencral has made, what I cannot d.eny, a 

very sensible remark. I £nd there is nothing to settle bet\\ ccn 
them ; the least said is the soonest mended, and it is time I 
shut up ! " 
. To the question " why h e dicl not suppress the seditions 
newspapers?" he replies by asking another, and a strange one too
" \\'"hat is the legal po,,·er under which the Government coul<l 
supprc s any newspaper, howeYer seditious its writing may be 
(cheers) ! " So said the Lorrn LIEUTENANT and M:r. FoHSTEH. 
when they received the deputation of landlords and magistrates OlL 

the outbreak of the In.::urrection, and demanded their pity. They 
did not kno\v what power the GoYernment had. They were help
less; the "resources of the law were exh us ~ed." "TNhat ou~hr, 
they to do?" a ked the Lord Lieutenant of the deputation_ 
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They were very sorry, and so forth. But facts were too strong fo1~ 
thc,n, and they very soon found out they could no longer conceal 
the pretence of this "all confe sed inanity,'' and made the furthe1· 
disco\·c ry that to check, or at all events keep within certain bound ·, 
the n cf'ul political machinery of insurrection, the ordinary law 'lea.~· 
sufficie~t, and that they needed not a " new Act of Parliament," a. 

:Mr. Forster" supposed," any more than the Attorney General did 
for putting down a seditious newspaper, when in his pe .... ch at 
Bristol he was cheered for saying there was no law for th at purpose ! 

After another flourish about the "Conservati\'CS instituting 
more pro ecutions in l'egard to the Press with the same certain 
result " (which is not very intelligible, inasmuch as it is ex:ictl. ' 
what the late Attorney General expressly disclaimed), he "prefers 
to let bis right honourable friend the Attorney Gen ral for Ireland 
und r the late Government make the defence for his Government " 
-a com· nient way again of getting out of a difficulty by avoiding 
an argument! It is in this way that the Government has been aU 
along playing a game of hide and seek with the Lancl League, or 
like a cat with a mou e neY r letting it go quite out of reach of 

its paw. 
As for l\Ir. Go CHEN , his apology for the Go\'crnment is that if 

it had tak n action earlier the ''Bill might haYe hung fire." This 
is an unfortunate apology, because h e joins with 1\fr. Chamberlain 
in striking a blo,\.· at Mr. Glad stone, and conuects the Land League 
with the Land Act. Lil-e all his fellow apologists for the Govcrn
men t, :Mr. Goschcn ha not a word of pity for the murdered, th 
mutilated, and the publicly plundered during the last 18 month~, 
the victims of" might again -t right," and of a policy of "utilising 
sedition and outrage for parliamentary purposes!" Though 1\1.r. 
Glad tone had plenty of sympathy for Turkish and Bulgarian 
terrorism he has none for Irish. He seems in short to be on the 
high road, as Lord Palmers ton is reported to have said of him, to 

ruin his country before he loses his senses. 
\Ye come now to an apologist, LORD COWPER, who refuses to 

apologise for himself, his Government, or for anybody or anything, 
_and albeit he is in theory at least ''Lieutenant Governor and 
Governor General of Ireland," he governs nobody and nothing. He 
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·" is not ashamed of anything the Government has done or has 
omitted to do "-not he-he is not ashamed of himself, although the 
Du.KE OF SmrnRSE'l' said he ought to be for not having resigned his 
high office when the Government refused him the means for keeping 
the Queen's peace in Ireland, and for which duty he is paid £30,000 
a year out of the pockets of the people, or, as Sir William Harcourt 
woulcl say, of the "English taxpayer." This observation of the 
D I<E OF SOMERSET seems to have made a deep impression upon 
him notwithstanding, for in rather a forced manner he brings in the 
subject of the possibility of such an unfortunate loss to the country 
as hi resignation, though he adds he "has no present intention of 
resigning," which looks as if he was uneasy in his shoes of office or 
has had a hint on the su l~ect, or been " appalled" by " tyrant 
conscience." 

Now it is for the public to judge how far a man should be 
ashamed of himself for layino- his own responsibility upon another 
at a most critical pe1iod, when a deep sense of personal duty and 
re. ponsiLility * shou1d be the primary spring of his action, or for 
~aying he is "unconscious of anything havir.g been done of which 
he seriously disapproved," and for being as much at his ease ap
parently (as Nero was when fiddling when Rome was in flames), 
while murder, mutilation, and rapine were all round him--for re
versing a sentence of death on the murderer of a constable, although 
it was one of those rare cases of conviction it is possible to get in 
Ire1and-for praising the landlords in that it was in " defence of 
law and order they did nothing," while :Mr. Gladstone was blaming 
them that they did not do much more--for saying that it was not 
the Land League that was to be found fault with for the present 
disturbed state of the country, because Irish disturbance is an olcl 
story and a thing almost of course !-for saying that it is our "duty 
to reduce the country to the same happy, dumb, and sullen state'' 
as it "\>vas before, and to "drive dissatisfaction again under the 
surface as it was before "-only to break out again on another 
occasion ! For these interes6ng particulars, and to show that che 

-x- What would the late Duke of Wellington have done under similar circum
stances ? I refer to his conduct when he was trammelled at home in regard to com· 
missariat and troops during his Peninsular Campaigns. 
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writer has not set ought down in malice or exaggeration, he refers 
his readers to the details of the Vice-Regal progress to Limerick. and 
Cork in the Times newspaper a few weeks ago. 

We will now can upon LORD SPENCER for his contribution to 
the Government apologies. "Her Majesty's Government never 
lost an opportunity not only of examining what injustice was being 
perpetrated in Ireland, but also of taking all steps necessary for the 
maintenance of law and order.'' At the same time he admits that 
''dastardly outrages haYe prevailed for 15 months past over a large 
part of Ir land, law being paralysed juries would not lo their duty, 
and a bold organisation spread its influence in various parts of the 
country, interfering in every station of life in the most dangerous 
manner, and this ~gitation culminated at last in anarchy, which was 
rapidly increasing until Her :Majesty's Government" took measure ,'' 
&c., which measures he might have, and must haYe added now, 
December 30th, 1881, have been wholly unsuccessf'ul, inasmuch as 
Her Mnjesty's Government has lost nearly all its opportunities of 
''examining and taking all steps necessary," &c., &c., and the ugly 
fact remains condemnatory of the Government's per istent inaction 
that up to this time scarcely one crime has been detected, or its 
perpetrators brought to justice ! His Lordship then repeats the 
fallacy' worn threadbare, of his brother apologists, viz., or throwing 
the blame on the Conservatives for not stamping on the spark of 
revolution and anarchy when the spark had not been kindled, viz.,. 
in 1879, and for doing nothing to vindicate the law when there was 
no particular occasion to vindicate it, and he concludes that when 
the Liberals came into power they had nothing to do with the 
murders and mutilations and pillage (which only then commenced),. 
because they "did not agree with the principle of the prosecution 
which the Conservatives had abandoned!" Therefore, he must be 
understood to mean that Government considered it its duty to do 
nothing-to take no other " steps necessary for tl1e maintenance oC 
law and order;" which is about as absurd as to reject or find fault with 
water because there may be some better material for putting out a 
fire, though we do not intend to avail ourselves of it. 

Lastly. but not least, we now call upon Mr. GLADSTOXE himself 
for his apologies, contrasting briefly his former utterances with his. 
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present attitude and view~ , which will show the extraordinary 
-changes which must have pa~rncl through his mind since he was 
<!Onsciously or unconsciously (I will not take upon myself to say 
which) hoodwinking Parliament by flattering the landlords in or ler 
to pass his Bill. He could talk then brave " ·ords for the landlord 
~uch as the "enormous mischief done, and the enormous responsi
bility incurred by those who advise the ternmts in Ireland who arc 
able to pay their rents not to pay them." ·what does he do now to 
save the lives or properties of those to whom these rents are due, and 
who have the right to demand of Government protection for both 
life and property ? 

l\1r. GLADSTONE would apparently reverrn the order of things 
which led to the Revolution of 1648, when the King and the 
Royalists put themselves in the wrong, and the Pnrliament and the 
people put themselves in the right. Does he now wish to bring 
about a revolution in this country in orcJer to establi h a Republic r 
He seems, at all events, to be fo1lowing the policy of King J~unes the 
Second in making the law the oppressor of the loyal subjects of the 
Crown. "What is Government?" a ke<l .:\fr. GLADSTONE in the 
Guildhall in October, "a portion of the community selected by 
thnt community for the purpose of discharging certain duties, but 
dependent for their efficient discharge upon the support \vhich the 
Government receives from the community itself. I ask the com
munity for that support and I claim it of th em. From the mere 
fact of our being charged with ExecutiYe responsibllities we are 
entitled to lodge that claim." 

Yes, no doubt; but what if Government ]s divided in its 
counsels, and therefore is weak, fearful, and hesitating in tl1e dis
charge of those Executive duties, are we, the community, to suffer 
in consequence ? Does not allegiance, under such circumstances, 
become a serious problematical question ? Cardinal Ganga.nelli, in 
contrasting the Government of Pope Sixtus the 5th, who made 
Rome habitable, with that of his irresolute predecessor, Gregory 
XIII., said, ''A weak Government was the greatest of curses." Jt 
must be confessed that the very existence of the "Pro11erty Defence 
Association" is, unintentlona1ly and unavoidably, a reflection on 
the Government for abdicating its fun cti ons of keeping law and 
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order in Ireland, ·while it is also a triumphant answer to Mr. Glad
stone's unjust and heartless complaint that the owners of property 
had not given him the moral support he had a right to claim of 
them. I have before referred to the moral support of another kind 
which was conveyed to him in the cries of the distressed, and the 
p 'rsecutcd and the tormented, and to which he 1(urne!l a deaf ear 
as ·we all know by this time only too well by bitter experience. 

In a pecuniary point of view alone the support the Property 
Defence Association has giYen the Government has been something 
Yery considerable, an expense which need never have occurred had 
the G Y rnment done its duty in keeping order in the country. A 
friend of mine had to pay upwards of £60 for fees to the Sheriff, 
£ 13 for Bailiffs, and £5 15 . for car hire, just to get a couple of 
h nndrcd pounds of rent, an expense he would not have been put to· 
bnt for the Government failing in its Executi\·e duty. 

Again, Ir. GLAD TO.i: E said, ''landlords were fairly concerned 
:in the economical management of their estates, in making good. 
:nrang ment.s, in bringing together scattered portions of holding , 
and in many operations connected with the manag~ment of land as. 
to which he was the only person to form a judgment, and be 
responsible for carrying them into eficct." What would be the 
ad\·ice :\Ir. Gladstone would give landlords now I wonder in the 
discharg of these :important duties ? Is he not uprooting their 
<lutic · along with their rights ? ·who is to be" responsible" now for 
''currying out" these valuable suggestions under the tender mercies 
of his Land Commissioners? And who are to make "improvements" · 
for the future ? Where is the money to come from ? 

J\Ir. GLAD TO E then talks of the landlord's "legitimate power 
:md duty in the main drainage operations as affecting a material 
nnprovement and advantage to the State." It remains to be seen 
how the State or the Estate can be benefited if you take away the 
power from the landlord He adds-" They were giving power to 
a tenant to alter the conditions of his tenancy :in certain respects in 
order that he might provide accommodation for labourers, and by 
parity of reasoning they ought to give correspondillg power to the · 
landlord. A lanG.lord is invested with certain rights . and corre
sp nding duties in the management _of his estate." Where will 
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either be under the New Land Act as administered by commis
sioners who, in the words of tne chairman, Mr. Justice O'Hagan, 
have been compared to "navigators in unknown seas seeking, as the 
poet says, their way darkly beneath the night and through the 
shadow." 

• • · · · · Ibant obscura sola sub nocte per umbram ! 

The new commission, he says, " is not like other courts of long 
·established Jurisdiction and settled methods to decide on rights 
defined by law and guided by long lines of precedents, and all the 
wisdom of past experience ! " Is then an important section of Her 
Mnjesty's loyal subjects to be henceforth made the sport of a Bill to 
be carried out by such a court as this ? Can absurdity surpass 
this? 

On the 27th of June, in reply to Mr. Leamy, Mr. GLADSTONE 

said "it was the duty of the Government to enable landlords to 
fulfil their dutic ." Is he not now putting every possible obstruc
tion in the way of their doing so ? Is he not acting just contrary 
to O'Connell's advice-'' vVe must not do anything that would 
make the landlord's situa.tion cease to be a desirable one ? "-and 
with equal ineonsistency as when in his speech at Knowsley he 
quoted his opinion that ''no political change or improvement was 
worth one drop of human blood ? " 

And, lastly, will he now ignore his own words above 
alluded to, and backed by the Lord Chancellor in his speech 
of the 24th of May : " The Landlo,rds will have the riglit to 
claim to have the loss they rnay be proved to be caused by tlze change 
in the law made good to them at the public expense?" At one time 
we find Mr. Glad tone joining Mr. Chamberlain in acknowledging 
that the landlords, as a body, are the best set of fellows in the 
world ; at another shouting out, "what should we compensate 
them for?" 

In 1870 lVIr. GLADSTO~E said, "we ought not to embody any
thing in the new Bill that can encourage any man to tamper with 
good faith or underYalue in any shape secularity and solidity of 
-contract!'' 

Vide also " Hansard," cxcix., 350 :-" It would be dishonour
able,'' said Mr. Gladstone, in 1870, " to establish perpetuity of 
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tenure, subject to the mere re-adjustment of rent, without paying 
compensation to the landlord for the rights of which he would be 
deprived." "What then," says a writ~r fr?m Linc?ln's Inn, "does 
Mr. Glad tone now mean ? Has this compensation clause dropped 
out in one of the twenty-two revisi)nS which we are told this Bill 
of 1881 ha n-one through ? I suppose it will be supplied in 
Committee. Is it probable that Mr. Gtu.dston has deliberately 
proposed a scheme which he has condemned as dishonourable ? 
·what compensation to the landlord is there to be if every tenant 
by applying to the Court can obtain fixity of tenure, and a 
'fair' rent, subject to revaluation at intervals of fift en years 

(sec. 7) ? " 
The conclusion of the matter s em to be this, and it lies in a 

nut hell. The Government has set its heart upon doing a certain 
thing, and they will carry it ou·t at all risks by fair . m ans or foul. 
Mr. BrtIGHT said, on tl1c 16th of November, at Rochdale, that a 
"great and permanent reduction of landlord's rents was the only 
chance, as far as be could sec, for an embarrassed farmer." Although 
he was not alluding then to Ireland, no doubt this is the ·pirit 
of the Irish Land Act, whether tenants are embarrassed or not, 
althou<Yh the circumstances of the two countries are so different at 

the pre ent time. 
It is a dangerous doctrine which lies at the r0ot of extreme · 

Radical theories or heroic legislation, as it is called ; it is th 
doctrine of the Jesuits that the end justifies the means, and that 
Peter may fairly be robbed to pay Paul. But why should l\Ir. 
BRIGHT break the Eighth Commandment even for the sake of an 
"embarrassed farmer ?" Thi:3 is teaching which helps to fill our 
prisons, where there are plenty of embarrassed people who have 
helped to disembarrass themselves by embarrassing others. 

No remedial measures or anything else can be of any use until 
law and order arc restored in Ireland-~othing should have been 
attempted even until this had been done, for nothing but the "confu
sion worse confounded" which we now witness there could have 
been expected, and it is here where the Government has gone 
so grievously astray as to make some people suppose it is beneath 
the " destructive influences -which slumber under the mperficial 
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inanities of Socialism" that the restless and _ erratic mind of l\Ir. 
Gladstone has at last taken refuge. 

0 then beware, 
Those wounds heal ill that men do give them chrcs: 
Omission to do what is necessary 
~eals a commission to a blank of danger. 

Better have no law for certain crimes than that it should not 
be carried out. There is a prevailing morbid sympathy with crime 
.and criminals now-a-days, and a disposition not to make the law a 
terror to evil doers, but to allow the evil doers to be a terror to 
the law, which is a melancholy feature o[ the times. The 
idea of law which lay at the root of its first conceptions "\\'US 

i ts t ndency to repress or deter from crime. 

ponere legcs, 
N q nis fur csset, 1: eu lalro, ncu quis ad ultcr, 

Jura inventa metu injusli fateare neccs e est, 
'l'cmpora si fa ·to. quc velis evolvere mundi. 

If the collective evidence now laid before the reader prov ::; to 
him that the GO\·ernment has allowed Ireland to drift into the 
'8tate in which we now find it, has permitted the spark, which it 
might h'lVe put its foot upon at the b ginning, to be kindled into 
the pTe~ ent conflagration, the object of the writer wjll have been 
achi ved, painful ::t the task imposed upon him has been. Hin con
du$ion, k.no~ing its criminality and conscious "of their clear 1 gal 
power to .. mppreRs the L~ml League, the ::\Iinisters yet dcliucrntcly re
frained from vigorous interference with it and its leaders during the 
whole course of the debates on the Land Act until the clay when 
the Land Commissioner ' Court opened, then is their re pon~ibility 

as grave as it is obvions, and they are answerable for the develop
ment of the Land Lc8gue, and 1·esponsible also for e0e1:; outrage, 
which an em'lier and a more vi.r;orous administration mi(Jht have 
prevented." " Perhaps Statesmen," says a well-known author, " at a 
particular p riod of ex istence arc not much gratified at thinking 
over the most triump11ant diYisions, when a certain (alb it un
certain ):morrO\Y is ir.. view about "·hi ch all of us must some day be 
"peculating." 
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~OTE I. 

'WHEN one has to meet an enemy it i as well to '' take his measure," as it is 
called, that we may know how to deal with him. Who are the members of the 
Land League? I never beard a better description of them than the following:
They a.re "neec1y and hungry place-bunters and designing mischief-mi:i.kers, 
whose only hope of doing well in this world depend on the chance they may have 
of fishing in troubled waters ; men who have bad some sort of education, who 
have mostly taken to no trade, find no opening in what are called the liberal 
profes ion::::, and who Jook to politics as the only bu iness for which every man has 
an innate geniu who is fit for nothing else, a bu ines .. in which a man will not 
iet well alone, because he pretends that he is striving after better tbings,"
when he is all the while only thinking of filling bis own empty poeket::i. 

SEXTON is the son of a butcher at nathnn~an, County Kildare. DAVITT 

and DEVOY, who founded the Land League, are two old convicted Fenians ten 
years ago. DILLON had nothing to do with land, but medicine. BIGGAR was a 
provieion merchant iH Belfast. SULLIVAN was introduced as '' SulliYan of the 
.i: ation." SEXTON was an as i tant to , nllivan. EGA kept a store of bread and 
flour in Gr at Britain Street, Dublin. BREN -AN was secretary to a milling 
company near GlasneYin. O' · LLIVAN was a R2tional School teacher, and had 
nothing to do with land. BOYTON had no land, and was the son of a shopkeeper. 
81rnmDA. was a publicbouse keeper. GORDON was a shoemaker in Cl:;i,remorris. 
II Rn.rs was a builner and road contractor at Ballinasloe. W .ALSJI was a 
commercial traveller, and NALLY was nothing. 

The President of the Birmingham Liberal Association saic1 the other day that 
Mr. Parnell's property was mortgaged to its full value, and that Healy could never 
command more than £120 a year until be became Secretar.v to the Land League, 
whic;h has bron ght him £350 a year, and all found. "Was a nation safe in 
trusting its leadership to such men, who were really penniless adventurers," whose 
ruin will be the return of order and peace in the country? 

There i a pnssage in a recent number of the iYineteenth l'ent111·y, by a thought
ful writer, that applies so well to these individuals that I cannot resist quoting it. 
" To the people, ·when any of thPir more vehement champions address them, I 
woulr1 say 'Consider this man's character, his birth, his history, his motives. Use 
your own shrewdness to . ee if when he is preaching equality to you he is not 
sPrretly clesirous of raisin!! himself: and if your shrewdness leads you to suspect 
this then suspect every word he utters to you, every doctrine he formulate .'" 

To the Iladical leaders themselves I would say "Your wish to rise is no crime 
- it, may be used -so as to become a Yirtue ; but in trying to gain power l;>y exciting 
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the popular imagination you are playing with edged tools; and if you dare to 
excite it without most careful and dispassionate consideration of the means you 
employ, if you suffer your views to be distorted by vulgar envy of those above your 
and disguise your own desire to be in a higher place than you are in the anarchic 
doctrine that there should no high places at all, then you merit every epithet of 
contempt, of hatred, and condemnation, both from the people whom you are trying
to lead, and the rulers against whom you are trying to lead them." There are laws 
indeed which not even an omnipotent Parliament can break with impunity for 
long. The law-giver is Human Nature itself, and its laws are those by which all 
human civilisation is compelled to con truct itself-the laws of proportion, of 
property, of inequality, and of obedience-lawsasunas ailable as the laws of gravi
tation. They may seem hard laws, but under some of her aspects is not aturc 
hard everywhere, and is she not more hard on us the more we disr egard her? This 
social law of hers is a stone which, if it fall on u , will grind us all to powder. 
What you call progress is not so, but dis olution. Our civili ation is not the fir t 
or the greatest the world has known; nor is there rea on to suppose it is excep
tionally stable. If it bas i;tronger forces to defend it, it has also stronger forces 
to menace it- forces which at presen t arc quite manageable, but which the 
delusive teaching of Radicalism may in time rouse to fury, and, therefore, 
mi chi vous. 

History has forcibly told us that retrogression is as possible as advance. 
"Facilis desccnsus Averni." 

The surest retrogressions are attempt.· at impossible progres . St. DcauYe has 
said- " La sauvagerie est toujours la a deux pas et de's qu'on tache elle 
recommence." 

NOTE II. 

Since these pages were ready for the press Mr. Glad tone has sent his son to 
fol1ow in the wake of some evictions in the South-West of Ireland, to report progre s 
of the returning signs of love, peace, and order. Immediately on his return ho 
made a speech a~ the National Reform Union, Manchester, repeating with renewed 
as urance his father's oft refuted accu ation against the Irish landlords of not 
having given him moral support. He is shocked at the idea of stopping crimes of 
brutal violence with the "help of the bayonet," calls in question the veracity of 
his father and Mr. Chamberlain in asserting that it was the rack-renting landlord.· 
in great measure who raised the agitation, while they both say, as a rule, they ha•c 
done nothing of the kind; chaffs the landlords with not having "join eel with 
the Government in taking trong measures," while the Government had expressly 
told them they had no strong measures to offer, indeed, that they did not know 
what to do themselves; thinks more coercion needless, as the prospects arc 
"distinctly favourable " (though he told a gentleman in Ireland the day before the 
Government was at its wits' encl to know what to do), thinks it" worse than useless 
to interfere with juries " ·who refuse to do their duty; and that it is "absurd " to 
talk of martial law for putting down rebellion; that the "no rent" cry i 1::1 merely 
skin deep, and only kept up by intirnidation (which only means boycotting, 
murder, and mutilation); and, lastly, he says that the Government had c: acted for 
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the people, and would continue to do so," and (as he leaves the landlords out in the 
cold a ltogether he might have consistently added) " without any consideration for 

their landlords' rights." 

NOTE Ill. 

The reply of Mr. Chamberlain to the Duke of Argyll's testimony that it is 
untrue to say the Government ever approved of the objects of the Land League is 
h ighly unsatisfactory, as he must know perfectly well that the complicity of the 
]cad rs of the Land League with illegal objects and methods was publicly avowed 
months and months before the "no rent manifesto" was issued. Indeed nothing 
could have been more open and avowed than the talk and action of the Land 
League, offering herein a striking contrast to the remarkable hesitation and 
reticence of the Government. It was the boast indeed of the leaders that they 
coulJ. not be called conspirators on that very account, for were not the constabu
htry and the Government reporters present at all their meetings, and did they not 
publi h their outrageous and illegal talk? We all know what dreadful work the 
agents of the Ribbon Society were doing for them at the same time behind the 

curt:a.in . 
The appointment of the Bessborough Commis ion was not itself any proof of 

the Government's approval of the objects of the Land League,* and the distinc
tion Mr. Chamberlain draws between the secret and avowecl objects of the Land 
League "won't hold water." The one was almost as guilty as the other 
as the speeches prove, and both would quickly have been put an end to by the 
Government of any other civilised country but that of England in 1882. Signi
fi.cant and unavailing therefore are the concluding worcls of Mr. Chamberlain'R 
l etter in reply to the Duke of .Argyll's. "Had the League officially committed 
itself to unlawful purposes it rnight legally have been, and p1·obably would have 
1 een suppl'essed before the issue of the no rent manifesto!" Once more, is it 
suppres ed now? On the contrary, a letter signed E. D. B. in the Tirnes of this 
morning, January 11, describes the state of the South-West of Ireland as bad aR 
anything in Zululand, and cases of murder not even known in Ireland beyond the 
immediate locality owing to the dread of witnesses having to appear in eviclencc. 

OTE IV. 

It would seem to be almost a work of supererogation to add to what has been 
a.lready said so often in regard to what should be done in this "strange conflict 
between law and lawlessness" towards solving the problem of a cure for the 
mischief which the Government has calmly and with its eyes open allowed to be 
wrought iu Ireland. The "beginning of strife is as when one letteth out water.'' 
It was some weeks since Lord Hartington said '' the power of the Land League 
had been broken, and that as an organisation it no longer exists.'' .Against this 
statement I need but refer my readers to the report of the Dublin c.orrespondent 

"'An extract from the report of this commission, quoted by the Marquis of 
Waterford in the Tinies of this day (9th January), is by no means favourable to 
Mr. Chamberlain's argument that the Government was in any WBY concerned with 
the objects of the Land League, whether secret or avowed. 
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or the Times of the 9th inst. The power of the Land League is still" everywhere 
to be found, subtle and secret where mischief is to be done, and nowhere to be
founcl where justi0e and authority pursue it." Nothing could be more delusive
than the argument that terrorism is diminished because outrages arc fewer. 
Outrages are only resorted .to when it seems to require stimulants, and it is the
more powerful when it is peaceful. It is thus master of the position and is the 
cause of the (apparent) peace, and so the list of crimes is shorter than last year. 
Many farmers and trader:> have joined the League, and so enjoy a respite from 
injmy. The first necessity of the Government is to break up the machinery of 
evil, but the work it bas been allowed to do will be as hard to undo as to pick a 
web asunder thread by thread. The mistake which the Government made in the 
first j.nstance of allowing this machinery to be framed and fitted for its evil pur
pose in the face of day, and with the apparent sanction of constitutional authority, . 
will bring its penalty of more laborious and anxious effort to correct it. The 
mistake would probably never have been committed if the action of the Govern
ment bad not been paralysed and its judgment overruled by those whose farseeing 
comprehensive statesmanship consists in s1t1•rcndc1~ing everything to JJOpula?" 
passion and even fanning its fia11ie. Had the measures, which were taken at a late 
period, been taken in time, the difficulties which now beset the Government woulcli 
never have been allowed to collect." ·when will Government learn to unlearn Mr. 
Hrigbt's diefam that '·Force is no remedy," and to learn that which inculcates 
bis dat q1ti eito dat? " The GoYernment has simply lost that "tide in the afiair . 
or men, which taken at the flood leads on to fortune,' anu they find theruselves 
in consequence fl.oumlering in those" shallows and miseries which," as the Poet 
says, "bind the •oyage of theirAlife," and Mr. Gladstone talks of the resource of . 
civifo:ation n'ot being exhausted! 

Rieu de plus prompt a baisser que la civilisation 
clans les crises comme cellefi; on perd en trois 
s cmaines le resultat de pleusieurs siecles ! 
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INTRODUCTION. 

As wave succeeds wave, lashing the resounding 
shore, so for the last two years has been the 
·ourse of political events in Ireland. 

Each fresh surging billow of insurrection and 
crime would eern to be the culminating one, 
and yet the tide of agitation and discontent 
recedes not, until, in the very sameness of its 
turbulence, we are threatened to be lulled into a 
state 0£ fatal inactivity, or a dangerous incompre
hension 0£ its corroding and spreading influence; 
until, in the di traction and violence 0£ some 
last roaring breaker, we are apt to become all
absorbed in the present, and unmindful of the 
past. 

It was to thos "who would strength out of 
weakness call," who would not be unmindful of 
the lessons and warnings of that past, and who 
ardently believe that we must profit by the 
present if we would not in the future see 
yet greater disaster in Ireland, and even in 
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England! that I addressed myself on the 7th 
of June, at Bedford;* and it is at the re
quest of friends who have accorded me their 
generous and enthusiastic upport, that my 
observations on that occasion are now re-published 
in this form. 

3, ELM COURT, TEMPLE, E.C., 
13th June, 1882. 

J. H. DE RICCI. 

* Pages 35-38 inclusive and page 39 in part ~'ere omitted for want of 
time on the 7th inst. - J. H. DER. 
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MISRULE IN IRELAND. 

"PRINCIPIIS OBSTA. SERO MEDICINA PARATUR 

<JuM MALA PER LONGAS CONVALUERE MORAS!" 

"THE Empire never can be well while Ireland 
is ill." We have it on the authority of the 
Prime Minister himself ; we also know, on the 
authority of another Cabinet Minister, that our 
sister country is affiicted with a "plague spot; " 
and therefore the question is a burning one, for 
not only does it concern Ireland, but the hateful 
disease may spread ; indeed, unless vigorously 
arrested, it will surely spread, and it may affect 
us at any day, ay, at any moment here. 

The course which events have taken in Ireland 
under the guidance of the present Government 
may be safely affirmed to be unparalleled in our 
modern history. 

During the last two years, sop, if not incentive, 
has been authoritatively given to revolutionary 
violence and crime. It has been pointed out that 
in lawless agitation the end justifies the means, 
and an excitable and enthusiastic people have 
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been goaded to a pitch of disorganization and 
frenzy at which we now stand aghast. 

Within the last few days these lamentable 
events have reached a climax, which has re-echoed 
throughout the land. 

Even while our beloved Queen, in an adjoining 
county, was engaged, on a lovely afternoon in 
this season of sunshine and promise, in dedicating a 
Royal hunting ground, for all time to the health, 
to the recreation, to the liberty of her people, 
the deadly knife and dagger of the assassin were 
in Ireland laying bare a hideous reign of terror, 
under the ·baneful influence of which, nor health, 
nor recreation, nor liberty can exist ! 

These are no mere phrases of empty declama
tion that I am indulging in ; the occasion is a far 
too solemn ono ; and I will accordingly ask your 
attention while we endeavour to follow the path 
of recent events leading up to this awful tragedy. 

On the 8th March, 1880, Lord Beaconsfield, on 
the eve of an appeal to his fellow countrymen, in 
a letter which has now become historical, declared 
that-

"A danger in its ultimate result scarcely less disastrous 
than pestilence or famine '' 

was imminent in Ireland. 
He said-

" A portion of the population is endeavouring to sever the 
constitutional tie which unites it to Great Britain.'' 
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Three days later, Mr. Gladstone, doubtless 
having in the interval fully pondered the value 
0£ the Irish vote, boldly closed eyes and ears 
to this clear and patriotic warning, and, taking 
comfort from tho 10,000 Homo Rule votes ac
corded in the previous February to Lord Ramsay, 
at Liverpool, besides being primed by two mani
festoe which had moan while is ued from Mr. 
Shaw and the '' Homo Rule Confederation " in 
London, published an address in which all warn
ing is catterocl to tho wind , and tho state· of 
Ireland is thu. di ·po 'Od of :-

" In the electioneering address which the Prime Minister 
has issued, an attempt is made to work upon yolU' fears b,11 

<fo.r!c allusions to the repnll of the Union." 

The elections went on ; tho country was no 
doubt somewhat staggered at this apparent con
tradiction of views on tho part of eminent states
men, but only to receive further assurance from 
Mr. Gladstone that there was 

" An absence of crime and outrage, with a general sense of 
comfort and satisfaction, such as is unknown in the previous 
history of the country." :;: 

Alas ! poor Ireland was once more doomed to 
become the victim of party strife ; her most 
sacred rights were to be abandoned to conspiracy 
and faction ; her most vital interests were to be 

peech at Liberal Club, dinbll.l'gh, March 31st, 1880. 
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trifled with, and sacrificed on the altar of place 
and office. 

The Queen's speech soon disclosed the Irish 
policy. It said-

" The Peace Presenation Act for Ireland expires on the 1st 
June. You will not be asked to renew it. My desire to avoid. 
the evils of exceptional legislation in abridgment of liberty 
would not induce me to forego in any degree the perfor
mance of the first duty of every Government in providing 
for the security of life and property. But, while determined 
to fulfil this sacred obligation, I am persuaded that the 
loyalty and good sense of my Irish subjects will justify me 
in relying on the provisions of tlrn ordinary law, firmly 
administered, for the maintenance of peace and order."* 

Let us, then, see how this '' acred duty of pro
viding for the security of life and property " was 
fulfilled, and what steps were taken for the 
"maintenance of peace and order." In all this 
the Irish vote first had to be reckoned with. It 
had been purchased rather dearly, it is true, 
but payment became nevertheless inevitable and 
necessary. A first instalment was accordingly 
proposed ip the "Compensation for Disturbance 
Bill." The secret history of the introduction of 
this Bill will probably never be publicly divulged ; 
all we know for certain is that it was not fore
shadowed, nor was any allusion whatsoever made 
touching such legislation in the Queen's speech; 
and the ministerial mind was so completely at 

* May 21, 1880. 
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sea on the subject at the time of its introduction,. 
that no less than three different proposals were
made touching it, within one week, by tho Govern
ment. Public opinion was dead against the Bill, 
which doubtless could only tend to encourage 
agitation, depreciate the value 0£ land, and drive 
away capital from Ireland. It was, moreover, 
clearly a measure that invaded tho rights of 
property, and its introduction wa in direct op
position to the solemn declaration of Mr. Glad
stone in 1870, that the Land Act then pas ed 
was to be a final and conc1u. ivo settlement of the 
agrarian question. 

This was apparently the view entertained by 
many of the supporters of the G ovornment, for 
the tlzird reading in tho Commons only passed by 
a majority of 66 Yotos; or, in other words, the 
Government working majority was reduced by 
one-ltalf; and tho House of Lords finally throw 
out the Bill by a majority of 231 votes. 

In this majority there were not less than 60 
Liberal Peers ; Lord Lansdowne, moreover, re
signed, and it was rumoured that other members of 
the Government had teudered their resignations. 

Mr. Forster was furiou , and even said foolish 
things of the House of Lords. But he was mis
taken; he had reckoned 'vithout his host, and we 
have the proof 0£ it in the fact that tho Irish 
Nationalist press mocked his def eat and mortifica-
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tion, while exulting over su ·ce. 'ful Parnellite 
obstruction. 

The truth was that tho Chief Secretary had 
completely mi ed his mark; hi, Bill satisfied no 
party-least of all, the Irish Party, and if I now 
dwell especially on this initiatory and most stupid 
blunder in Irish policy, it is becau e we some
times hear of in inuation · made, that all the mis
fortunes of the Government arc to be traced to 
the firm and wise attitude of tlw Upper House on 
this occasion. 

Prorogation came, and the Que u'. · Sp ech is 
made to dwell on tho prorni. (' of a bountiful 
harve1;;t, and with 

"Especial pleasure upon the probable improvement in the 
condition of the people in Ireland, who had so seriously 
suffered from previous fail me of the crop . " 

It having been pointed out, however, with some 
force, that tho actual state of Ireland did not 
appear altogether to warrant these pleasurable 
anticipations, as ura.nce was obtained, that should 
tho ordinary law prove insufficient to maintain 
public authority and quiet, Parliam nt would be 
asked for further po\vers. 

Within a few weeks from this date Lord 
Mountmorris was brutally murdered in Galway. 

The Autumn months rolled on, and with them, 
although crime and lawlessness increased to an 
alarming extent, no demand for fresh powers was 
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made on Parliament; dissension prevailed in the 
Cabinet, and Ireland was delivered up to sedition. 

" Force is no romody," said Mr. Bright, in 
Birmingham, on tho 17th November, 1880, and, 
on the same occasion, Mr. Chamberlain, in com
menting on the speeches made a short time 
previously, at tho Mansion House, by tho Prime 
Minister and the Lord Chancellor, observed:-

"The Lord Chancellor had said that liberty and law wore 
the two great pillars of the State. Yes, but there were 
some men, apparently, who were anxious to destroy one of 
those pillars in order to be able to build up the foundation of 
the other. Tiley would destroy liberty in order to pre:;erve latr. 
He did not believe that po. sible, and he did not believe it 
right. " 

Or, in other words, obedience to law was to make 
place for liber~y in er ime ! 

Again, he said :-
" There wa.'3 wide-spread disr{·/fection in Ireland ; there neL'er 

was so much wide-spread di,~aff'cction in any country ; b1lt thf're 

was some fust gronnd of qriei•ance behind it." 

Thus fresh fuel was added to the flame, and 
Mr. Bright talked glibly of handing over as 
much as ten millions sterling, if necessary, of 
hard-earned English money, to a cause dependent 
on the '' dissolute village ruffian and midnight 
assassin.'' 

rrhese di visions in the Cabinet, and monstrous 
teachings in Birmingham, were not long wjthout 
bearing fruit. 
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Captain Boycott was one of the first victims ; 
he was hounded by the Land League, and the 
Government, having been fairly put to it by fifty 
loyal men of Ulster, were forced to send a flying 
column to protect and save this unfortunate 
gentleman's life and hi crops. 

About this time also, young Mr. Wheeler was 
. ·avagely murdered in Limerick. 

This was in November; in the beginning of the 
following month Baron Dowse, at the opening 
of the Connaught As izes, drew attention to the 
:-;tate of anarchy into which the country had 
been deliberately allowed to drift. Ho said-

* * * -Ye 

"This, however, I will take the liberty of saying, for I 
think it is the time and the place to do so, that if this state 
of affairs is allowed to continue much longer immediate 
danger to Ireland will be the consequence, and ultimate 
disgrace to the empire of which she forms a part. No true 
friend of Ireland, no real lover of liberty as distinguished 
from licence, can dare approve of the state of things I 
lay before you. I speak not alone in the interests of the 
victims of this reign of terror, as it is properly called, but 
also the interests of the poor people themselves, who are 
too often the mere tools of men more crafty and designing than 
themselves. I speak, moreover, in the interests of the whole 
country, which in every part, from north to south, from east 
to west, in the study of the professional man, in the ware
room of the trader, in the home of the country gentleman, 
and in the cottage of the farmer, feels the terrible influence of 
this dreadful disease, some of the most dangerous symptoms of 
which I have laid before you. I hope it is not out of character 
for me to say that I fervently pray to God that this cloud of 
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discontent and crime which is brooding over this province 
may be speedily removed, and that peace and happiness, truth 
and justice, may be once more established within its borders. 

* * * * ~ * * 
" I have passed over in the counties I have been reviewing 

these acts of killing and maiming cattle without remark; but 
this I must say-that a more dastardly and cowardly offence 
was never committed by human hands than to maim innocent 
beasts unable to defend themselves, and placed in a position 
where they do injury to no person. This is done solely to 
work vengeance on the unfortunate owners of the animals, 
and I do not know what more atrocious 01· more savage act 
conld be committed. Heathens who have never heard the 
joyful tidings of Christianity would not have perpetrated such 
atrocities." 

At the Cork Assizes, al o h ld at this time, 
Judge Fitzgerald rec ived a letter threatening him 
with death, and concluding with these words

" Ireland a nation! To H ell 1cith Jli:;.~ l"ictoriu. La Reine! 
Parnell for ever, ~Votre Roi ! " 

The letter also contained a rude sketch of a 
man with a pistol, and the words, 'Shot by." 

The administration of the law seemed paralysed 
in every branch. Here is another glaring example 
of the reign of terror :-

" THE OFFICE OF Hrna SHERIFF L IRELAND . ':< 

'' The following correspondence has been placed in om· 
hands for publication by an extensive landed proprietor in 
Ireland who formerly represented an Irish county in Par-
liament :-

" ' Dublin Castle, Dec. 10. 
" ' Sir,-The Lord Lieutenant having been pleased tc 

appoint you to be High Sheriff of the COlmty of ---
for the ensuing year, I am directed by his Excellency to 
request you will make the necessary arrangements for under
taking the duties of the office. 

*Times, Dec. 17, 1880. 
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"'An early acknowledgment of this communication s 
requested. 

"'I have the honour to be, Sir, your most obedient 
servant, 

"'To---- " 'T. H. BuRK~. 

" ' ---, Dec. 15, 1880. 

"'Sir,-! beg to acknowledge the letter of the 10th 
December, informing me that the Lord Lieutenant had been 
pleased to appoint me to be High Sheriff of the county of 
---- for the ensuing year. 

"'I most respectfully decline the appointment. 
"' 1. Because, owing to the state of the country, I am in 

receipt of so. diminished a rental that I cannot afford the 
expenses of the office. 

" '2. Her Majesty's Government having allowed the 
country to verge into a state of anarchy and rebellion, the 
responsibilities and dangers of the office are more than I am 
willing to incnr. 

" 'I have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant, 

"' T. H. Burke, the Castle, Dublin. ' 

And yet the Government folded their arms 
and did nothing ; no demand was made for fresh 
powers, though clearly tho ordinary law was 
wholly insufficient to cope with the emergency, 
and the Cabinet either seemed to connive at 
anarchy, or to be struck impotent by some hidden 
force or Radical pressure. 

Thus ended tho year 1880 ; a memorable one 
in the misfortunes of Ireland. 

In the first week of January, 1881, the Parlia
ment was at last a. sembled, and asked to deal 
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with a condition of affairs thus described in the 
Queen's sp~ech-

" The anticipation with which I last addressed you of a 
great diminution of the distress in Ireland, owing to an 
abundant harvest, wa realized; but I grieve to state that 
the social condition of tho country has assumed an alarming 
character. Agrarian crimes in general have multiplied far 
beyond the experience of rncent years. Attempts upon life 
have not grown in the same proportion as other offences ; but 
I must add that efforts ha Ye been made for personal protection, 
far beyond all former precedent, by the police, under the 
direction of the ExecutiYe. I have to notice other evils yet 
more widely spread; the administration of justice has been 
frustrated, with respect to these offences, through the impossi
bility of procuring evidence, and an extended system of terror 
has thus been established in various parts of tho country, 
which has paralyzed almost alike the exercise of private 
rights and the performance of civil duties." 

Yes; Ireland, within a short nine months under 
a Liberal Govermnont, had been reduced from 
a state '' 0£ comfort and satisfaction such as had 
been previously unknown," to so desperate a 
pass, that it could no longer bo glossed over or 
ignored. 

A "message of peace" was accordingly pre
pared in haste, and al ·o a '' measure of coercion; '' 
and here we find a Cabinet Minister, who but a 
few weeks previously had loudly proclaimed that 
''force was no remedy," now unblushingly 
advocating a measure which permitted men to 
be deprived of their liberty and cast into gaol, 
without trial, on mere suspicion. 
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We can scarcely credit it, that he who in 1880 
and 1881 is to be found handing over his fellow 
countrymen, now to the tender mercies of tho 
Land League, now, without trial, to the common 
gaoler, is the same John Bright who, in dayR 
gone by, was wont to raise his powerful voice on 
behalf of the sacred cause of f reedom-who, in 
the year 1863, with passionate force and eloquence, 
denounced '' slavery " as the '' foulest of all 
crimes." rrhe die was cast ! But had there been 
a little moro wholesome preaching of obedience 
to the law, and a little less poisonous ranting on 
"force" being "no remedy," there surely would 
have been no need for this terrible measure of 
repression. 

On the" Jl:fessage of Peace " opinion was quickly 
pronounced. Outside of Parliament it was freely 
condemned as a new bribe to agitators, and 
further encouragement to revolution ; another 
measure of Gladstonian plunder and blunder. 

In Parliament, the number of amendments to 
it, in March, amounted to 900, of which over 800 
proceeded from the Irish Party. I say, that to 
this "Message of Peace" Irish members alone at 
that time had raised not less than 800 objections. 

Dissension in the cabinet again was rife, and 
the Duke of Argy 11 resigned, declaring 

" That, while I approve and heartily suppor t every measure 
which can reasonably be taken to increase the number of 
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owners of land in Ireland, I am opposed to measures which 
tend to destroy ownership altogethe1:, by depriving it of the 
conditions which are necessary to the exercise of its functions." 

The main feature of the Bill was Protection. 
It ab olutely abolished Free Trade in land, and 
therefore was in diametrical opposition to every 
principle of political economy, either laid down 
by John Stuart Mill or Cobden, or popularly 
attributed in latter days to the Liberal Party. 

Justice was at la t to he done to Ireland ! The 
pr perty of one class was to be handed over to 
another class! The appetites which had been 
whetted in 1870 were to be appeased! 

But, unfortunately, the appetites of the Land 
League are large ones, and they would not be 
comforted. Trea on, outrage, and intimidation 
multiplied and flourished ; and in May there were 
no less than six flying columns of troops en
deavouring to support the Queen's authority in 
the disaffected districts. 

In the montli of June, Mr. Chamberlain, nothing 
datmted by the critical condition of Irish affairs 
disclosed by these facts-by the fact that the 
" Message of Peace " was still trembling in the 
balance of urgency rules and obstruction-trum
peted anew to the good people of Birmingham his 
faithful adhesion to the "Force is no remedy" 
policy, and while insisting that the" Land Bill !tad 

been accepted by the representatives of Ireland," m 

B 
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the same breath, thus demolishes his astounding 
assurance. He said:-

" There is no secret about what I am going to say ; there 
is no dispute about it. Mr. Parnell (groans, hisses, and 
cheers) and those who follow him have never concealed the 
fact that their chief object is not the removal of grievance in 
Ireland, but the separation of Ireland from England. (Hear, 
hear.) Only a few months ago lVlr. Parnell, speaking in 
Ireland, said that he would never have joined the Land 
League, he would have taken no part in this agitation which 
has been called into existence to redeem the Irish people 
from the consequences of centuries of wrong, he would have 
taken no pal't in that agitation if he had not thought it 
would help him in the nationalist and separatist movement 
in which he chiefly takes an interest. 

This was not the only information the right 
honourable gentleman gave on this occasion ; 
he was in a candid vein ; he said, again :-

" Our talk never slackens; neith fr does thP agitation in 

Ireland." 

Alas ! side by side with their policy of fatal ver
bosity, did agitation prosper and flourish, satis 

loquentim, sapientre parum ! 
The "Message of Peace" thu spontaneously 

accepted by the Irish representatives, after having 
been spontaneously debated and obstructed by 
patriots for almost an entire session, finally 
roached the House of Lords in the la t week of 
July. 

The Duke of Argyll was there ; he was ready 
waiting ! And this is what he had to say:-
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"His noble friends on the Government benches reminded 
him of a row of jelly fish, creatures which we1·e beautiful in 
appearance and had an elaborate nervous system, but were 
destitute of a skeleton and a backbone, and whicll, when 
seeming to be swimming, were simply floating with the 
cunent. Having paid a tribute to the domestic virtues of 
tho Irish, the noble Duke concluded by saying it was high 
timo to toll them that no people could prosper who pleaded 
poverty as an excuse for crime." 

It will be admitted hi Grace did not mmce 
hi. words in talkin()' of his late colleagues, nor 
perhap without 01ne reason-as we now know, 
guided by the light of after events. 

'ro this we may now con. cientiou ly add, the 
time is fast approaching when "the jelly fish" 
will no longer be permitted to float with the cur
rent; they soon will be buffeted by a storm rai ed 
by their policy 0£ .feeble concession and coercion, 
which will assuredly da h them on the stern and 
relentless rocks of a people's just indignation! 

It was only in the last days of August that 
Parliament was prorogued, and this is what we 
find in the Queen's Speech about Ireland-: 

"I warmly appreciate the zeal ancl assiduity with which 
you have devoted yourselves to the task of maturing a measure 
for improving the relations between the owners and occupiers 
of land in Ireland, and for otherwise bettering the condition 
of its agricultural population. It is my earnest hope that 
tho new law may be productive of benefits commensmate 
with the care you have bestowed upon its enactments ." 

The answer was not long in coming back. On 
the 26th of September Mr. Parnell made a 

B 2 
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triumphal entry into Dublin. A great torchlight 
demonstration took place, at which it is estimated 
not less than 100,000 people were present, and 
an address was presented to him, from which I 
take these extracts:-

"Honoured and beloved Leader,-In the name of the 
united people of Ireland," &c. And then it goes on to say, 
" As the great God who shapes the destinies of man has 
endowed you with wisdom, courage, and other attributes of a 
leader, we ask you to lead us on to that glorious consumma
tion of national independence." 

This, then, was the fashion in which, at the 
very outset, the great " Message of Peace " was 
received-a measure admittedly the outcome of 
intimidation and crime, for have we not got it on 
the undoubted authority of a late member of the 
Cabinet, that the bare possibility of a " Land 
Bill " had not even been thought of at a time 
when peace and order yet prevailed in Ireland; 
at the time when the present Government 
assumed the reins of office. 

Certainly this was not pleasant for Mr. Glad
stone. Ungrateful Parnell was tampering with 
the " Message of Peace." Parnell was remorse
lessly arrested and thrown into goal. 

This was on October the 13th, 1881. 
Shortly afterwards the Prime Minister thus 

consoled himself at Leeds :-



17 ) 

* * * * * * 
''And now let me do justice to a gentleman whose name is 

in Ireland respected among those who differ most widely from 
him, and who was lately, under the exercise of the discretion 
of the Government, confined in prison-Mr. Dillon, the 
member for Tipperary. Mr. Dillon is a man of the most 
extreme opinions upon every question connected with the 
nationality of Ireland. I am not going to recommend the 
adoption of his opinions, no1· to profess any share of sympathy 
with them, but I am going to point out to you, first of all, that 
he is a man everyone acknowledges to be one of the most 
siu gle-minded attachment, devoted to attachment, to his 
connt1·y, and to be of perfect unswerving integrity . 

* * * 
''You will say you were not justified in intercepting the 

beneficent action of a measure like the Land Act , and that is 
what Mr. Dillon alone, I am sorry to say, among his friends, 
has done. ('No, no,' and cheers.) He has withdrawn him
self from Ireland. He will not give up his extreme national 
views, but neither will he take upon himself the fearful re
sponsibility of attempting to plunge that country into per
manent disorder and chaos by intercepting the operation of 
the Land Act. (Cheers .) That is the conduct of Mr. Dillon, 
and I name him as an opponent , but as an opponent whom I 
am glad to honom." 

Within a week Mr. Dillon had freely accepted 
the challenge thus freely thrown down to him. 
He scorned both Mr. Gladstone and the so-called 
"Message of Peace." He also, the honoured 
opponent, the opponent of unswerving integrity, 
was ruthlessly torn from his family and friends, 
and consigned to durance vile-cast into prison 
"on a reasonable suspicion"! But Mr. Gladstone 
was not to be denied ; he apparently wanted 
comfort, and he found solace and relief where 
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others less gifted aw nought but disaster and 
confusion. 

Speaking again soon afterwards at Knowsley, 
on the 27th Oct., he said :-

" The other relief was when the Corporation declined to 
present the freedom of the city to Mr. Parnell. I look upon 
that as a fact of very great importance, for two reasons. In 
the first place , the municipality of Dublin has always been a 
focus of popular national feeling in Ireland. In the second 
place, the motion was made xprcssly upon grounds which 
were intended to give the go-by to the po ition of, one who 
was there to uphold law and order, and was in opposition to 
bw and order. It wa put rather upon personal grounds, I 
,believe, and to give consolation to certain people; but, n ot
withstanding that, I believe upon the casting vote of the 
Mayor-depend upon it, it is a most significant fact in its 
bearing on the supposition that most of the Irish people are 
engaged in opposing the policy of tlie GoYernment, it is a most 
significant and important fact-that motion was rejected .. , 

It might, probably, have been ascertained that 
it was by mere accident and mischance, that the 
vote which would have conferred this honour on 
Mr. Parnell was not carried-a circumstance 
which Mr. Gladstone would have done well to 
have exercised 1sound judgment on, by passing the 
incident over in discreet silence. Unfortunately, 
in this, as in almost every other case in which 
Ireland has been concerned, the right honourable 
gentleman's judgment was the reverse of sound, 
and he had consequently the extreme mortifica
tion and pain 0£ 1 arning within a "measurable" 
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time afterwards, not only that Mr. Parnell, but 
also that Mr. Dillon had received the Freedom of the 

City of Dublin! 
Here are the very terms in which the two 

honourable gentlemen themselves acknowledged 
the signal honour conferred on them:-

" 'Kilmainham Prison, Jan. 6, 1882. 
" 'Sir,-I have received yom letter informing me that the 

Municipal Council of Dublin have honoured me by the 
adoption of resolutions conferring upon mo the honorary 
freedom of the city. I do not think one word is necessary 
from me to render evident my deep sense of the importance 
of the step which the Council has taken, and of the circum-
tances under which it has been taken. 

"' I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
" ' CHARLES STEWART PARNELL. 

"'Mr. John Beve1·idge, Town Clerk.' 

"On the motion of Mr. Shackleton, seconded by Alderman 
Meacher, the Town Clerk was directed to insert the letter in 
the minutes. The Town Clerk read the following letter :-

" 'Kilmainham Gaol, Jan. 6, 1882. 
'' ' Sir ,-I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 

inclosing a resolution of the Corporation of the City of 
Dublin conferring the freedom of the city upon me. I need 
not say how deeply I feel the honour conferred upon me by 
this vote. Will you kindly convey my thanks to the Corpo
ration, and my regret that circumstances render it impossible 
for me to thank the Corporation personally for their great 
kindness? 

" ' I remain, yours sincerely, 
,, ' JOHN DILLON. 

"'Mr. John Beveridge, Town Clerk.' 

"On the motion of Mr. Cummins, seconded by Sir John 
Barrington, this letter was also directed to be inserted in the 
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minutes. A resolution of the Corporation, requesting the 
Government to release Mr. Parnell and the other political 
prisoners, was subsequently read, and was referred for 
consideration to the same committee." 

This was the judgment which the Corporation 
of Dublin passed on the judgment of Mr. Glad
stone, and on what was then currently known as 
the " Buck hot " policy of his Government. As 
for the "Message of Peace," it had long since been 
consigned to limbo ! 

Meanwhile agrarian outrages which, during the 
months of August, S ptember, and October of tho 
previous year were not more than 7 40 in number, 
during these corresponding months in 1881, had 
reached the alarming total of 1,244. Anarchy 
could no longer be winked at. At last, that 
which should have been done at fir t, took place
the Land League was suppressed. But the spark, 
which it would have been easy when first kindled 
to stamp out, had been suffered to burst into a 
devouring flame, which had well-nigh obtained 
mastery, and which may yet end in a conflagra
tion which will try all the power of England's 
empire! 

It was well known that this threatening junc
ture of Irish affairs was the outcome of the Land 
League, and the question therefore naturally 
arose, Why had not the Land League been 
suppressed before? 
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Mr. Chamberlain believed himself equal to the 
occasion. On the 25th of October, peaking at 
Liverpool, he said :-

" The original objects of the Land League . . . wer 
legal, were even praiseworthy. To stifle the ar;itation at such 

a tirne would have been to hare prevented n~fonn. . . . 
There was another r eason which weighed with the Govern
ment. If the agitation of the Land Lea[JlW had been then 

suppressed, the tenants£!/' Irelarul wonlcl have liad no organization 

to fall back 1tpon." 

Here, then, was the key to that policy of wilful 
blindne s, and cruel inertia which had reigned 
supreme, while Ireland was being deliv red to 
devastation and ruin. Here we have an expla
nation of why the leaders of the Land League 
were allowed so long to escape, while their 
wretched followers were being sacrificed for 
crimes committed at the instigation of others. 
Here is indication of a road to reform, and 
what a reform !-a reform which, although not 
yet a year old, has left little else than desolation 
and misery in its track, has required the support. 
of 40,000 bayonets, and the incarceration of 
not less than 800 wretched victims, without tria], 
on a mere suspicion. 

These were the calamitous and unprecedented 
circumstances in which Parliament again met in 
this year ; these are the circumstances in which 
we find these words of bitter mockery in tho 
Queen's speech :-
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" The condition of Ireland at this time, as compared with 
that which I described at the beginning of last year, shows 
signs of improvement, and encourages the hope that perse
verance in the course you have pursued will be rewarded 
with the happy results which are so much to be desired." 

These are the circumstances in which Mr. 
Gladstone has had the courage to call the Land 
Act " an infant Hercules," " full of blessings for 
the people of Ireland;" these are the circum
stances in which, by a wretched tinkering, that 
"infant Hercules" is now being proved a very 
pigmy of the puniest typo ; and these aro the 
circumstances in which the liberties of the Irish 
people are once more being trod under foot, and 
placed in jeopardy. 

The truth is, the Land Act has so far proved a 
most egregious failure, and this, quite apart from 
all economic reasons. Firstly, because it is the 
outcome of lawlessness and intimidation; and 
secondly, because, although an offering to Mr. 
Parnell, Mr. Parnell has told us he would not 
have taken the coat off his back to obtain it 
only. He has, indeed, frankly avowed that his 
aim and object from the first, has been to sever 
all connection between England and Ireland
to see '' Ireland a nation great, glorious, and 
free." This may be a poetical expression if you 
please; but we know that Home Rule is a 
great step towards the consummation of this 
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expression, and we al o all know that a £air bid 
for" Home Rulo' was demanded by Mr. Glad
stone in plain, unmi takable, and unvarni 'hed 
language from his place on the Treasury Benche 
in the House of Commons .on February 11th, 

1882. 
Nor can the corn:mquonces of this language be 

contemplated without 'orious misgiving and alarm. 
During the last two year Ireland has had the de
moralizing experience of seeing agitation rewarded, 
and lawlessnesR triumphant, and thi new tempta
tion to rebellion i · a Hore on . 

This was the po ·ition of affair, when the 
House of Lord determined it wa expedient to 
make inquiry into the working of the Land Act. 
It wa no secret that it had wholly failed in the 
matter of arrears, in the matter of the pw·chase 

clauses, in the matter of ameliorating tlte con

dition of the labourinp cla.·ses, and in the matter 
of eniigration. 

Further, so far from satisfying the "land
hunger/' it wa: proYcd to demonstration it did 
nothing of tho sort; it merely transferred the 
rack rent, which formerly wont into the land
lord's pocket, in a capitalized form to the pocket 
of the outgoing tenant. 

Again, there waf-; a hopeless block of business 
i1 L the land courtR; oYor 71, 000 cases \Vere 
pending, and it wa~ shown beyond doubt that, 
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at the rate of progress then being made, it would 
take from fourteen to seventeen years to dispose 
of them, and this did not include the possible 
cases of tho 480,000 remaining tenants not yet 
brought forward. . 

Lastly, there was a glaring lack of principl in 
the decision of cases. One Sub-Commissioner 
was reported to have given· his decision after 
·melling tho land. It wa said ho stuck hi stick 
in a field as if it wore a piece of cheese, and 
having smelt it, he valu d the land! 

Over and above all this a largo question of 
compensation arose. ,.-rhe reductions of rent by 
the Land Courts had averaged about 25 per 
cent., or, in other words, one fourtli of what the 
landowner:::; had acquired und r a . 'J8tem of free 

trade or Parliarncntar.y title was, under a sy ·tom 
of confiscation, being· taken from thorn. About 
four millions sterling were being arbitrarily mis
appropriated at tho demand of outrage and 
assassination. 

The Land Act, in effect, ·ays contracts which 
tenants have solemnly made with landlords, and 
landlords with tenant:-1, 8ha11 not hold; that rights 
which Englishmen have hitherto imagiirnd wore 
inviolable, and that tho owners alone were 
competent to determine for themselrn1:;, sl1all 
be handed over to others for valuation and 
assessment. 
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What would owners 0£ goods and chattels, or 
other property what oever, in this country say, if 
they were to be deprived 0£ their free right 
0£ buying, or selling, or hiring, or letting such 
property, just after such fashion, or on such 
terms as suited them best ? Or what would they 
say i£, having voluntarily made agreement8 among 
one another, in consequence 0£ which goods or 
chattels, or other property whatsoever, were 
hired, or rented, or let, and tho Government were 
to stop in and ay "all these agreements are 
worthless and must b UI t" ; say to the trad s
man and shopkeeper, " You have been making 
too much profit, you must in the future hand 
back so much 0£ it to your customer; " say to the 
working man, "You have been asking too much 
£or your labour, you must in the future return so 
much 0£ your hard-earned wages-those wages 
you have earned by the sweat of your brow
to your employer "? Why, there would be such 
an outcry throughout the country, that no Govern
ment could stand against it. And y et it is on prin
ciples such as these that the Land Act is founded, 
and is now being administered in Ireland. 

In a word, this is purely and simply a question . 
of Free Trade. The landlords say they have 
acted fairly towards their tenants, and there is 
no right or reason for depriving them 0£ the 
benefit 0£ contracts freely and fairly entered into 
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on both sides-at all events, without just com
pensation being made; and while on this point I 
will take occasion to refer briefly to an incident 
in Mr. Gladstone's political career which may serve 
to illu trate the openness and curious uncertainty 
of the right honourable gentleman's mind in 
,'uch questions. In tho year 1 33 a large portion 
of tho human race was declared free by Act of 
Parliament: a retmlt principally arrived at by 
the expenditure of twenty million sterling of 
British money, and the philanthropic efforts of a 
Wilberforce, supported by the conscience-stricken 
uffrages of an outraged and ympathizing 

humanity. 
In those days Mr. Gladstone wa ' in erested in 

the compensation question: hi father was tho 
proprietor of at least one ·ugar plantation in 
Demerara, and many slaves; neither had confisca
tion or spoliation yet fallen a a Liberal blessing 
on the people ! And it came to pass that there 
was a debate in the Hou e, in the matter of 
ompensating slave-owner·, and ~fr. Gladston 

. ·pake these words and said :-

"He deprecated cruelty, he deprecated slavery; it wa: 
abhorrent to the nature of Englishmen. B nt, co ceding all 

thinr1s, 1cere not English men tu retain a rif;ht to their own honestl.11 

and legally-acquired property? . . . I l e tru.~ted tl t the House 

irnnld make a point to adopt the priJu·iple <!l compensation.'' 

This was the heresy that, in tho 'e days, he com-
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mitted himself to, AND with tlie result that Messrs. 
Gladstone & Co. profited from the public purse 
to the tune of some £68,454 17 s. Id. l On these 
facts have not our fellow-countrymen in Ireland, 
I ask, some cause for complaint ? 

In the debate on tho Irish Land Bill, in 1870, 
the Marquis of Hartington said:-

" I believe that the Irish landlords have, as a body, done 
their duty to their tenauts, while they have, perhaps, put up 
wi th more and sacrificed more than any body of landlords in 
either England or Scotland liaYe clone." ':' 

Aud again, later on, Earl Granville aid:-

" Landlords, too, have their grievances . It is stated, on 
good aufoority, that the rent of land in Ireland is lower, con
sidering the capability of tho soil, than that of any civilized 
country in Emope." + 

'I'hese views have, moreover, since been re
peatedly iterated and affirmed by Mr. Gladstone 
himself ; and yet these Irish landlords, who have 
done their duty so well, are the persons he does 
not deem worthy of compemmtion, notwith
standing that, when personally interested on 
another occasion, as we have seen, he did not 
scruple to raise his voice in favour of compensat
ing those who were engaged in the abominable 
traffic of their fellow-creatures. Yes, thi is the 

* Hansard, cci., 19 sq., p. 23. May :2, 1870. Amendment on Length 
of Lease. 

t Hansard, ccii., 4 sq., p. 5. June 14, 1870. econd Reading 
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leader of a so-called Liberal Government, which, 
while engaged in singing the psalm of Free Trade 

on the housetops in England, has not scrupled 
in Ireland to prostitute that noble principle to 
greed, rapacity, and wrong. 

The action of the House of Lords was under
taken in a spirit of conciliation and for the 
public good; it was met by a resolution from 
Mr. Gladstone as hostile as it was abortive. 
Hostile, because it was wholly uncalled for, 
and abortive, because it could have absolutely 
no possible effect in arresting the judicious 
step determined on. Such a debate could 
only tend to bring the two Houses into con
flict; it could only tend to inflame passions to 
which appeal was made; it could only afford the 
lamentable spectacle of one of the Estates of the 
Realm, endeavouring to bring another of those 
Estates into discredit; and, therefore, it amounted 
to a deliberate attack upon the Constitution. But 
this was not the first time the right honourable 
geutlema,n had attacked the Upper House. 
Aheady in his Mid-Lothian campaign he had 
said:-

" But the moment the people go to sleep-and they cannot 
always bo awake-the moment public opinion flags, the 
moment people become satisfied, and cease to take a very strong 
and decided interest in public questions, that is the moment 
when the majority of the House of Lords grows powerful, and 
then they mangle, then they cut about, then they postpone, 
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then they reject the good measures that go up to them from 
the House of Commons." * 

Such language as this in the mouth of one who 
had been Prime Minister, and who, even at that 
time, was proclaiming nolo espiscopari, needs no 
comment. Nor was it long afterwards, that 
another Cabinet Minister, aptly taking up the 
cue from his chief, used such language towards 
the hereditary chamber, that the Minister £or 
Foreign Affairs had to apologise for the utter
ances of his colleague in the Lower House. 
Fortunately, threatened men live long. I say 
fortunately, £or i£ we are to have much more of 
a system of government by agitation and mis
representation, if the muzzle is to be put on free
dom of debate, if the new-fangled tyranny of the 
caucus is to prevail, then surely the time will 
come when we will find in the House of Lords a 
real stronghold of the people's liberties; we shall 
find in it a sanctuary, whore seats from Birming
ham federations will be safe, where gagging 
may not enter, where loyalty and patriotism 
will endure untarnished and unshaken, and 
Freedom will fearlessly assert her sway! 

Meanwhile, attention was not diverted, by this 
last manoouvre of the Government, from the 
weakly condition of the "Infant Hercules," and 
the responsibility of failure was sought to be 
shifted in vain. 

* Fourth Mid-Lothian Speech, 17th March, 1880. 

c 
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The attack on the House of Lords has been 
rapidly succeeded by other occurrences not less 
momentous, not less far-reaching in their conse
quences. 

Of these, the "Kilmainham Treaty" first saw 
the light. 

Men who, in the autumn, were thrnwn into gaol 
on a "reasonable suspicion" of intimidation and 
treason, were, in the spring, et at liberty on a 
'' reasonable suspicion" that if certain arrearB of 
rent were paid off, Mr. Parnell and his friends 
would be enabled to '' co-operate cordially for tlzc 

future with tlzc Liberal par~tj in for11oarrlin,9 Libemt 

principles.'' 

These are Mr. Parnell' own word '. 
Mr. Forster refused to be a party to negotia

tions based on the payment of '' blackmail to 
lawbreakers," and, having warned the Govern
ment that the course they were pursuing ''would 
tend to the encouragement of crime," he re
signed. 

Earl Cowper also resigned. Lord Zetland and 
other members of the Government had already 
taken thi step. 

These baleful events were clmmly followed by 
the fearful tragedy in the Phoonix Park, and we 
have since been face to face with panic! 

In the extraordinary rewards offered in this 
case, we see panic 
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Take the murders of Lord Leitrim, Lord 
Mountmorris, Mr. Wheeler, Mr. Boyd, Mr. Her
bert, and many others which may be recalled to 
mind, and com pare the rewards offered in those 
cases and the one under review. Take the case 
of the bailiffs of Lough Mask, where two unfortu
nate men, in the peaceful performance of their 
duties, were tied together alive, put into a sack 
and while thus bound, helplet:l , and incapable of 
making any ·truggle for life, were carried out to 
the middle of the lake and there mercil sly sunk. 
And, lastly, let us take a case which cannot but 
appeal powerfully to all sympathies, in which the 
wife and mother of the murdered men gives evi
dence, and describes the crime as it happened:-

" A-]Jril 26, 1881.-I and my husband were in bed. I 
heard a noise . A party of men broke in the door. They 
went into the bedroom, which was dark. When they came 
in they went over to the bed in which I and three of my 
children were lying. I called out. They went over to the 
bed in which my husband and son Martin were lying. They 
told my husband to rise and get out. He said he was sick. 
They said he must. They caught and pulled him out of 
bed. They took him out of bed and laid him on the stones 
outside. They came back into the room, and took my son 
Martin, and laid him on the stones. When they had taken 
the two out of the house they began shooting. I was stand
ing at the bedroom window. After the men went away, 
I went out and saw rny hitsbarzd and my son Martin lying dead on 
the flags." 

What, we may well ask, could be more appalling, 
or more utterly fi ndi h than these last two 
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cases, and yet in neither of them was any reward 
offered at all proportionate or comparable to 
that which I have ref erred to as the reward of 
pamc. 

In the ''Prevention of Crime" Bill, which is 
being debated in the House of Commons at this 
very moment, we see little else than panic ! 

" We detest coercion," they continually do 
cry, and yet coercion, and unparalleled and 
drastic coercion, is their remedy for all things. 

Last year, Ireland was handed over body and 
soul to a '' reasonable suspicion ; '' this year she 
is being deprived of a birthright, perhaps more 
dear than any other to all Englishmen, the right 
of trial by jury. 

Again, in the '' Arrears" Bill, also now in 
progress through the House of Commons, we see 
both socialism and panic, and if you ask me 
what is socialism, I will explain it to you as it 
was once explained to me by a gentleman of ' 
Irish descent, whom I met in America. He said, 
"I like a good row, because when there is a 
good row there is some chance of pickings." 
And this is the abominable doctrine which has 
been sown broadcast and allowed to take root 
unchecked in Ireland. An unfortunate and mis
guided peasantry has been incited to create rows, 
and the pockets of Englishmen have been pointed 
to for the pickings .' 
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Yes, men 0£ Bedford, the Government are now 
actually asking you to contribute to an unknown 
number of millions sterling by way 0£ "pickings" 
-to pay arrears of rent, which, instead 0£ going 
into the pockets of those to whom it was lawfully 
due, was squandered in lawlessness and crime. 

Born 0£ an unholy alliance and panic, such is 
the " Arrears " Bill. 

In this last nostrum, I ee nothing but danger 
and rocks-ahead both £or Ireland and England. 
Throughout these troublous times, neither threat
ening manifestoes, nor Boycotting, nor assas
sination, nor terorrism of '' Moonlighters," has 
deterred many honest men and loyal subjects 
from paying their rents; and what is their r -
ward? Why, that an Arrears Bill has been 
introduced in order to permit 0£ those who have 
been dishonest, who have been disloyal, and who 
have not paid their i:ents, to get off scot-free. 
Here is equity! here is justice! And who can 
say when the " cancerous sore " may not spread 
and reach us here. 

In truth, the shadow of socialism is upon us
the position of public affairs is well-nigh without 
precedent; nor can we hope for any sensible 
amelioration or healthful change so long as the 
present Government remains in office. 

The Premier has unfortunately committed 
him elf publicly to such clang rou xpress10ns 
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of op1mon on Irish policy as to permit of no 
satisfactory explanation or· retreat, and which 
would most surely imperil any further new de
parture the Cabinet might be tempted to embark 
on. Here are some exemplifications of what I 
mean:-

"Alludin!J to Mr. Gladstone's confession that it was the Fenian 
insurrection which hcul brought the Irish Ch1lrch Act within the 
.~pher<(!l 'prctctical politics,' he said :-' If we have any grievance , 
and the English "Ministry and Parliament disregard it, we are 
actually to get up another insurrection in order to get justice. 
'.l'his is the lesson we arc taught.' ' A few cars more, and 
some other grievance' ill arise. r we again to awak the 
slumbering friendship of Mr. Gladstone, or some futme 
Gladstone, by a second insurrection ?" " ':' 

Here indeed was a lesson ; nor must we forget 
that while it was yet fresh in Irish memory the 
Land Act of 1870 became law. Again, we have 
had the same lesson more recently, in the second 
speech of the Mid-Lothian campaign, thus re
peated:-

" What happened in the case of the Irish Church ? That 
down to the year 1865, and the dissolution of that year, the 
whole question of the Irish Church was dead; nobody cared 
for it, nobody paid attention to it in England. Circumstances 
occurred which drew the attention of the people to the Irish 
Church. I said myself, in 1865, and I believed, it was out of 
the range of practical politics-that is to say, the politics of 
the coming election. When it came to this, that a great 
jail in the heart of the Metropolis was broken open under 

* The late lsaiic Bntt, Q,.C .. ::\LP., C:H:t,.,g'O\Y. Ti111e8, "No\'. Li, 1871, 
:~ c. 
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circumstances which drew the attention of the English 
people to the state of Ireland, and when in Manchester 
policemen were murdered in the execution of their duty, at 
once the whole country became alive to Irish questions, and 
the question of the Irish Church revived. It came within 
the range of practical politics. I myself took it up, and 
proposed resolutions to the House of Commons declaring the 
view of the House that the Irish Church ought no longer to 
exist as an establishment." 

It is just five years ago since we had, amongst 
other multifarious productions from the prolific 
pen 0£ the right honourable gentleman, a. sensa
tional pamphlet, entitled, "Lessons in Massacre." 
Has not the time at length arrived, I ask, when 
we may fairly make claim to another pamphlet 
from the same pen, and which we will now name, 
in anticipation, "Lessons in Outrage and Revolu
tion"! How, indeed, is it possible that the 
accursed blight from which our fellow-country
men are suffering can be cured, if their constant 
food be poison ? 

Verily, their only hope in this most disastrous 
and threatening state of affairs rests on change of 
Government. 

Further change of front for those at present in 
office, would not only tend to render them more 
ridiculous, more inconsistent, more impossible, 
but would surely lead to yet greater failure and 
disaster. 

What faith, or trust, can we have, I ask, in a 
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Cabinet composed of gentlemen who, in 1870, 
and even since then-

( I.) Were " irreconcilably opposed" to "per
petuity or fixity of tenure," and who stated such 
a measure would "excite enthusiasm" such 
as to '' render reasonable legislation for Ireland 
impossible." "It would be a social revolu
tion absolving wealth and property from their 
duties." 

(2.) Who declared that Land Reform in Ireland 
must ''be based on sacred respect for the rights 
of property." 

(3.) Who said:-

"Reduction of excessive rents would (1) throw into con
fusion the whole economical arrangements of the country. 
(2) Drive out of the field honest and solvent men. (3) Spread 
demoralization through the whole Irish people. " 

( 4.) Who insisted on "freedom of contract,'' 
"resisted the idea of rents being fixed arbitrarily 
by public authority," and objected to the 
" periodical revaluation of rents." 

( 5.) Who said they were opposed to bullying 
landlords, and that if a system of ''free land 
meant making free witlz otlier p eople's land," they 
would have nothing to say to it. 

And of all these laudable determinations, these 
irreconcilable objections, these immortal prin
ciples, how much remains? I answer, emphatic-
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ally, absolutely nothing; and, if you ask me 
what has become of them, I would reply that, for 
the nonce, they have probably been thrust aside, 
and put away as far as possible imagination per
mits, from the consciences of those who were 
once responsible for their creation. 

Mr. Gladstone and his colleagues, in the year 
of grace, 1881, have done everything which in 
the year of grace, 1870 they prote t d hould be 

left undone. 
They have burned that which the r adored; 

they adore that which they burned. 
But we shall be told, even if this change does 

take place, what cau be expected more at the 
hands of a Conservative Government ? What 
have Conservatives ever done for Ireland when 
they have been in power, and what now is the 
alternative programme they offer ( To this I 
would say, that the one and only true "Mes
sage of Peace" sent to Ireland in th present 
century, was the Catholic Emancipation Act, and 
this proceeded from that great Tory leader, the 
Duke of Wellington. 

We believe there are Conservative statesmen, 
ahm in these days, capable of grasping the vast 
happiness resulting from that large measure of 
"good will," and of discharging amply whatever 
trust may in time be reposed in them not.with-

n 



( 38 ) 

standing the gigantic legacy of failure they will 
inherit from their predecessors. 

During their recent term of office the Con -
servative Party is entitled to take credit for tliree 
things concerning Ireland :-

Firstly ,-For having given a measure of edu
cation to tho Irish people which they had not 
hitherto possessed, and which, in due season, I 
feel convinced they will recognize to be a boon 
of the first magnitude, and be grateful for. 

Secondly,-For having ameliorated Liberal 
coercion Acts and minimized coercion ; and 

Thirdly,-For having loyally maintained the 
non-coercive enactments of their predecessors, not 
that they believed in them, but in order that they 
might have fair trial. 

We have no precise knowledge as to what th 
policy of the Conservative Party would be, were 
office-which they cannot wish to seek, and which 
indeed they would probably only be induced 
to accept from the most patriotic motives-now 
imposed on them. But for myself I would 
urge-

Firstl y, and above all other considerations 
uncompromising suppression of crime and out
rage by a firm and efficacious administration of 
the law, and the unequivocal maintenance of th 
Queen's authority. 
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Secondly,-Proceeding on this basis, free trade 
should be re-established as far as possible in land, 
and compensation granted in such cases as justice 
and equity should demand. 

Thir<lly,-The Purchase Clauses of the Land 
Act should be developed and given full effect to. 

Fourthly,-The condition of the labouring 
classes should be improved by increased facilities 
for allotment and better habitations. 

Fifthly,-The burning question of emigration 
hould receive full and generous consideration. 

Sixthly, and Lastly,- In the matter of County 
and Local Government, which must now soon be 
dealt with, Ireland should be placed on a like 
footing with England. 

Beyond this, I would strongly advocate close 
attention to the development of Irish :fisheries 
and industries, and to the all-important question 
of education. 

Thirteen years have elapsed since, what I will 
term, the " first new departure " in Irish politics 
took place. It was initiated by a measure of 
spoliation and confiscation ; since that date poor 
Ireland has been governed on Gladstonian 
principles, and Gladstonian principles only ; her 
evil genius, agitation, h~ ~ been rampant, and she 
has known no rest. 

Liberal misrule in Ireland has now reached a 
crisis demanding a solution which cannot for long 
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he deferred. The issue may be at any moment 
before the country, and upon it must be passed 
judgment. 

We have some confidence and some hope that 
that judgment will be a wise one. 



( LEAFLET FOR ELECTORS.) 

MR. GLADSTONE'S IRISH POLICY. 

I r April, 1880, the Liberal Party entered office with the light
hearted gaiety of success, pledged by an unwritten contract with 
the people to discharge the functions of Government, to deal out 
equal justice to all, to maintain the authority of the Queen, and to 
protect the lives and property of her subject.'. And now, as the 
people of England look towards Ireland, the question is asked how 
that pledge has been redeemed. For there they see another 
Government more powerful' than their own, another code 
of unwritten law more efficaciou' than their own, a threefold 
monster of murder, rapine, and rebellion arrayed against them. 
Therefore Her Majesty's Ministers are summoned to the reckoning, 
called on to render an account of their stewardship, bidden to say 
how it is that they suffered a country, comparatively tranquil when 
they entered office, to drift into this troubled sea. 

Amidst all their railings at the Conservatives: no Liberal has 
ventured to cast on them tho blame of Ireland's present state, 
except Lord Hartington on Nov. 26th, 1881. He, with all the 
ingenious and unblushing hardihood of despair, having discovered 
that under Lord Beaconsfield Parneilism had existed both in 
Parliament and tho country, uses this discovery to prove that Ire
land, too, is part of the heritage of woe left by the Conservatives to 
their successors. But -let Lord Hartington say boldly, without 
quibble or hesitation, wheth8r the Liberal Party would have joined 
the then Govern!Ilent in crushing obstruction within the House 
or the Land League without, and if he cannot answer in the 
affirmative let him hold his peace. 

Let the people of England recall the policy of the Liberals. 
Warned by their predecessors not to sufler the Peace Preserva
tion Act to lapse, they spoke proudly of the resources of 
the ordinary law-a law which their Irish Jury Act of 1872 
had rendered powerless, and they plumed themselves on the 
high policy of trusting to this broken reed. Warned by Lord 
Beaconsfield of a peril menacing Ireland worse than pestilence 
or famine, they disregarded him with gibes and sneers. 
Agitation increased; they proposed a Bill, pithily described by 
Mr. Forster as a Bill for the suspension of payment of 
rent, which their own followers in the Commons would 
have voted against but that they were sure of its rejection in the 
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House of Lords, and on that rejection, in the sullenness of defeat, they 
openly refused to be accountable for events in Ireland. Encouraged 
by these utterances, mindful of Manchester and Cler:kenwell, and 
their beneficial influence on Liberal minds, outrage stalked forth more 
rnmpant than before. Mr. Gladstone and Lord Selborne spoke 
brave words at the Guildhall in defence of law, and poured forth 
protestations of their zeal as her champions. Brave words, had 
they been followed by · action; but no-there was a greater power 
behind. Ireland looked to Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Gladstone looked to 
Birmingham, and Birmingham responded not. " Force," said Mr. 
Bright, " is no remedy for the wrongs of Ireland ; " demolishing 
with his happy epigram an imaginary foe. No one had said that 
wrongs were curable by force, but only the lawless mode of giving 
expression to them. Mr. Chamberlain went further when he 
proclaimed aloud to the comforted and responsive Irish race that 
liberty was higher and holier than law. Liberty! What a prosti
tution of the phrase ! Where was the liberty of Ireland ? There 
was liberty, aye, and license, too, fm the bully, the murderer, 
the Communist, the cowardly tqrturers of dumb animals ; but for 
the lrtndlord, for the loyal man, for the honest tenant, there 
was none. But the edict of Birmingham had gone forth that 
force was no remedy, that liberty was more sacred than 
law, and Mr. Gladstone humbly acquiesced . Again and again 
did the loyaEsts of Ireland call for help. The moan of to1·tured 
beasts, the shriek of tortured men and women, the silent voice 
of blood rose in one great cry. But the Baal of Liberalism did 
not hear; he was poring over tho wrongs of Greece, or muddling 
in South Africa, or stumping in England, or perhaps meditating 
a Land Bill, and cried they never so loudly he gave no answer. 
Then at last, after an elaborate burlesque, enacted with much 
spirit in the Four Courts of Dublin, which only stimulated to 
further outrage, by promises of impunity, the Government came 
with meek acknowledgment of error to ask Parliament for Coercion. 
It was given them, all they wanted; the formidable weapon they 
demanded was in their hands. Like the steam-hammer, it could at 
the pleasure of its masters crush a rock (so they said) or fall harm
less on an eggshell. The Government chose even then, with all their 
harrowing pictures of Irish terrorism, with almost God-sent blindness, 
to regard the Land League as the eggshell, and they regulated 
the force of their steam-hammer in accordance with this view. The 
" village ruffians " emerged, under the beneficent operation of the 
Act, from the obscurity of the " shebeen " into the bright glare 
of Kilmainham, where, warmly housed by Government, well clad 
and fed, they became martyrs to boot. The leaders of the party 
meanwhile remained at large ; the Land League organisation was still 
suffered to exist, gaining, by the martyrdom of its membe1·s, 
increased vigour and violence in the propagation of its gospel 
of plunder and terrorism. Then Mr. Gladstone tried his remedial 
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legislation ; again all that he asked was given him. The Con
servatives, ciisagreeing with much of his Land Bill, yet recognised 
the necessity of some such measure : in their conduct he has 
nothing to complain of. But the Land League rejected the Bill, 
and resolved to test its operation before they accepted it. The 
contest became personal between the two rulers, Mr. Gladstone 
and lVIr. Parnell. At last, when their cherished measure was 
in danger, the Ministry, reversing Mr. Chamberlain's former 
dictum, announced that law was higher and holier than liberty; 
the Land League was crushed and its leaders arrested. 

Such is the history of the matter. Now the Government is 
asked why was not all this done before? Ireland in September 
was no worse than during any time of tbe twelve months pre
ceding. Why, then, was the Land League spared so long to be 
so ruthlessly sacrificed at last? We have no need, like Antony, 
to pause for a reply. It has been supplied by Mr. Chamberlain, 
the enfant terrible of the Cabinet. He oaid that '' to stifle the 
agitation at such a time would have been to have prevented 
reform. There was another reason which weighed 
with the Government . If the agitation of the Land League had been 
suppres ed, the tenants of Ireland would have had no organisation 
to fall back upon." (Liverpool, Oct. 25, 1881.) Such cynical au
dacity is w II nigh incredible. The Government, pledged to 
maintain the law, were trading in lawlessness and crime, 
advancing lightly to their goal thrnugh seas of anarchy on 
the stepping- tones formed by innumerable victims. And then 
" the tenants of Ireland would have had no organisation to fall back 
upon." What a melancholy thing! "'Twas pitiful, 'twas wondrous 
pitiful.., But what organisation were they relying on at the time 
when the Government viewed them with so tender an eye? The 
same, exactly the same, as that which, when it thwarted them, 
they put clown as illegal and criminal, and which, while it forwarded 
their plans, while it terrorised their followers into a measure of 
confiscation, they cherished in their bosoms. 

But now it is too late. The spark which might have been 
trampled out as it feebly flickered has become a consuming 
and devouring fire. The measures which, adopted sooner, 
might have quieted the country, have now but fanned the 
flame. The Government confesses itself powerless ; in the fury 
of their weakness they turn on the Conservatives in false 
recriminations; they deprncate· hostile criticism. Forgetful of 
their own conduct in a great national crisis a few years 
back, they call on the Opposition for aid in their distress. Even 
Irish landlords are made to bear the blame that beloI).gs solely to the 
Government. They have been reproached by the Prime Minister 
for not having stood up in their own defence, for having by their 
weakness contributed to the anarchy of Ireland. Shame on him as 
a man, shame on him as a Minister, thus to upbraid those whose 
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prayer for help he disregarded, thus to attack those who in all times 
of danger and tumult have stood firm in defence of their Queen and 
her authority. Did they yield to fear for their families n.nd 
grant the demands of the League, they were denounced as cowards; 
dicl they refuse to abate their lawful claims they were held up to 
execration as tyrants. This is the humiliating position of England's 
ruler, that he has to call on class to array itself against class in civil 
warfare to uphold the law he has suffered to be despised. He has 
called Irish landlords and English Conservatives to aid him, and aid 
he shall have. It has never been the policy of Conservatives to 
forget their country in blind zeal for party, nor to allow a lust of 
power and place to outweigh the instincts of honour and patriotism. 
But criticism, keen, biting, hostile criticism, the Liberals may not 
hope to escape. The Opposition owes to the country a duty, 
and one which cannot be neglected ; and that duty now is to summon 
Her Majesty's Ministers to the bar of public opinion, and in face. 
of the nation to demand what use have they made of their vast 
and servile majority to maintain the welfare of the country, or 
protect the lives and property of her loyal sons. 

December, 1881. 
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[LEAFLETS FOR ELECTORS.] 

THE 

BARGAIN WITH TREASON. 
THE Treaty of Kilmainham has at last been brought to light, 
exhumed from that tomb of secrecy in which the Cabinet would 
fain have let it rest. The process of discovery has been long and 
difficult. No Old Bailey witness was ever more reluctant to confess 
the truth than Mr. Gladstone. Bit by bit, piecemeal, the articles 
of the treaty have been dragged into the light of day, and they now 
stand forth illumined by the lurid lustre of their own infamy. Infamy 
is a strong word to n e ; but who will say that it is too 
strong to qualify an agreement entered into by tho Queen's 
Government with criminals and rebels, "whose steps," to quote 
Mr. Gladstone," have been dogged by crime," men who are described 
one day as " steeped to tho lips in treason " and " prominent in the 
attempt to defeat the law," and who on the next are clasped to the 
Ministerial bosom as returned prodigals, for whom the fatted calf of 
conciliation is to be killed, if they on their part will but allay the 
demon their spells have evoked, and assist in the p1tssage of Liberal 
legislation ? 

An agreement, we say, exists between the Government and 
the Land League. We are aware, of course, that this is stoutly denied 
on behalf of the former, though the latter, with greater candolU' and 
naturally less shame, confess the soft impeachment. But let us see 
how far the Cabinet itself is agreed on the point whether there is or 
is not an arrangement. Mr. Gladstone denies it with unwonted 
directness of speech. The suspects, he says, were released "with
out any negotiation, promise, or engagement whatsoever." Mr. 
Forster, on the other hand, who at the time that these negoti
ations were pending was a member of the Cabinet, describes the 
proceeding as " a promise on their (the suspects') part to refrain 
from law-breaking if the Government did a certain thing." This 
surely is plain enough ; here is the condition which is an incident 
of every bargain. 

Sir William Harcourt speaks of the " information " which 
the Government received that the suspects would refrain 
from future sedition, and asserts it to have been legiti
mate to act upon such information. So fru.· all will agree 
with him. The Government were sui·ely justified in receiving 
Mr. Parnell's penitence; but he forgets that the "information" 
on which the Government acted was lVIr. Parnell's letter to Captain 
O'Shea, in which his repentance was clearly conditional. What 
does this letter say ? " If the arrears question be settled on lines 
indicated by us, I have every confidence that our exertions would 
be successful in stopping outrages." This is pretty plain speaking, 
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bnt our guileless rulers cannot see in it a bargain. Suppose Mr. 
Parnell had set a bulldog on tha Premier, and then said, "If you will 
give me five pounds, I daresay I shall be able to keep the dog 
quiet," Mr. Gladstone, as he pa.id over the money, would have a 
painful consciousness that a bargain had been struck. Why does 
he fail to perceive it here ? 

But this is not all ; let us read on. Hitherto the bargain has been 
plain and \comparatively) innocent and straightforward. But now 
Mr. Parnell gets on delicate ground, his conditions and promises 
are more carefully veiled, but are none tho less real and binding. 
He hopes some compromise may be arrived at on the tenure clauses ; 
there would be enormous advantages, he considers, in the extension 
of the purchase clauses of the Land Act ; and then he uses the 
memorable words : "The accomplishment of the programme I have 
sketched out to you would, in my judgment, be regarded by the 
country as a practical settlement of the land question, and would, I 
feel sure, enable us to co-operate cordially for the future with the 
Liberal party in forwarding Liberal measures." 

Skilfully as Mr. Parnell puts it , what can be more clear to those 
who will not refnse to see ? Thero arc three conditions : the settle
ment of the arrears question, an amendment of the tenure clauses, 
n.ncl an extension of the pmchase clauses. There are two promises 
made in consideration of these conditions being fulfilled-to put down 
outrages, and to vote with the Liberal party. Yet Mr. Gladstone 
fails to sec that any "promise or engagement " has been given. 
There has been no solemn ratification i10rhaps, but between 
men of honour-and Sir ·w. Harcourt assured us three times 
in the same speech that the Cabinet is composed of English 
gentlemen-such formalities are superfluous. \Ve see in Mr. 
Parnell's altered clemeanour how binding on himself that gentle
man considers tho treaty to be, and the Arrears Bill, avowedly 
founded on l\fr. Redmond's, is tacit proof of the honourable 
acquiescence of the Ministry. 

BL1t Mr. Gladstone i so innocent of political chicanery, 
so unversed in subtlety, that he cannot see that there is any 
bargain. Such freshness is delightful, it is almost incredible. 
It is, however, unshared by others. Even Captain O'Shea, 
that ambassador of whose diplomatic skill Mr. Davitt speaks 
so disparagingly, saw the proposed barter of policies and the true 
significance of the last paragraph of Mr. Parnell's ultimatum. He 
betook himself to Mr. Chamberlain to ask for counsel. He pointed 
out that the last paragraph about " forwarding Liberal measures " 
might lead to " misapprehension," and be calmly proposed to omit 
it altogether. It is not complimentary to Mr. Chamberlain that 
Captain O'Shea .·hould have selected him as the person to whom to 
rimke such a proposal. But strange to say, Mr. Chamberlain, too, 
seems to have been dwelling in Arcadia. The astute politician who 
could manipulate the complex caucus or oust a colleague from office 
hy subtle intrigues hacl forgotten his cnnoing; nll at once politics 



3 

became to him as euchre to the heathen Chinee, " a game 
he could not understand." He tells us that he "attached 
such little importance to the suggestion, that it quite escaped his 
memory, and he did not mention it to his colleagues." . 

Sweet simplicity! Convenient forgetfulness! What was the t1·ifiing 
suggestion that seemed to this pastoral politician of such slight 
importance? Why, merely the suppression of a whole paragraph in 
another person's letter, for fear it might " excite misapprehension," 
while the subject matter of this paragraph was nothing less than a 
promise to bring under tho Radical standard a body of thirty-five or 
forty men who had been their most bitter opponents. But what 
makes this childlike innocence all the more surprising is that Mr. 
Forster had, in a memorandum of a conversation with Captain 
O'Shea which he circulated among the Cabinet, written this 
account of what Captain O'Shea had said to him: "What is 
obtained is that the conspiracy which has been used to get up 
boycotting and outrages will now be used to put them down, and that 
there will be a 'ttnion in the Libfral party." So that Mr. Forster had 
called attention to that passage which Mr. Chamberlain thought 
unimportant, and emphasised that bargain which Mr. Gladstone 
says does not exist. Mr. Chamberlain does not tell us what advice 
he ·gave to Captain O'Shea ; perhaps he " forgets," but we know 
that the words were left out hy that clever plenipotentiary. And it 
is probable that but for the fact of Mr. Forster's having left the 
Cabinet and being tho possessor of a political conscience, 
we should never have known of their existence. 

Bnt now we do know all, without any thanks to those Ministers 
who sat calmly by and heard a garbled letter read without a sign of 
impatience or interruption, and we can sympathil'>e with Mr. Forster 
when he says that he came away from his interview with Captain 
O'Shea "very sorry that he had had n.nything to do with the nego· 
tiation." Perhaps if he had been present at the interview between 
Messrs. O'Shea and Chamberlain his regret might have been 
increased. 

'Ve can now see the transaction in its hideous naked
ness ; we see the prisoner confined as being guilty of '' treason
able practices " treating with his gaolers; we see them greedily, 
in their extremity, leaping at the hook he dangles before 
them, baited with promises of his political support; we 
see his ambassador entering on details as to the emissaries 
who are to represent her Majesty's Government in suppressing 
outrage in the West, the man who (to use Captain O'Shea's words) 
" knew all its details," and against whom a warrant is at this 
moment out; we see the Government thankfully accepting · Mi·. 
Sherida.n's aid in discharging those functions which they hav~ 
long since failed to perform. 

And seeing these things, ho v shall we describe them? To say 
this treaty is without precedent is unhappily untrue. We have 
Reen simila1· acts done by Liberal Government before. ~ The 
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Whig-·compact with O'Connell roused the country to indignation 
forty years ago, the Radical surrender to the Boers filled us with 
shame and anger a short year since. But these are as nothing com
pared with the present surrender. We have given up all that is 
most precious, most vitally necessary to us. We have surrendered 
law to lawlessness, peace to anarchy, loyalty to treason, honour 
to party advantage; we have taught the Irish people-and they are 
ready scholars-that the measure of their violence shall be the 
measure of reform, that the measure of their lawless treason shall 
be the measme of their necessity to a Liberal Government ; we 
have taught the la-w-abiding classes in Ireh~nd-and they, by 
hard privation will learn the lesson-that it is useless any 
longer to ra.nge themselves on the side of the law, for that law 
is overcome ; that it is useless to be peaceful or loyal, because it 
is they who have preached violence and treason who n.re in future 
to administer the law. 

And what wn.s it the Government hoped to purchase? The 
peace of Ireland ? Truly peace is worthy to be bought at a 
great price ; but the price Mr. Gladstone was ready to pay 
was too heavy, too terribly extravagant. Peace is preciou ·, but 
peace purchased by the demoralisation of a people is bought 
too dear. How much more dreadful, then, is it when such a 
price is paid, nnd that which we have bought turns out to 
be a bubble, the airy figment of our imaginative expectations ! 
Yet so it is to-day-we have bid high for peace. The English people 
has hid its dignity, the English Ministry has bid its consi. tency and 
its honour, and \\hat have we to show? Tho Liberals cry-" Peace, 
peace," when there is no peace. The WOl'k of outrage goes on. 
Blood is :flowing, flames are rising all over the conntry, two high 
officials of the Crown have paid with their lives for their over
confidence, almost in the heart of the metropolis. Mr. Parnell may 
be amenable ; like some captured animal he may dance to the sound 
of his master's fife and drum; but Michael Davitt ranges free, and 
he utters no uncertain sound. Mr. Gladstone, he says, deceives 
himself if he thinks that the Land League will efface itself because 
he has been converted to Mr. Parnell's views about arrears. The 
Land League was formed for the entire abolition of Irish land
lordism, and until that work is done there can be no alliance between 
Land Leaguer and Whig. 

So speaks Michael Davitt, so will speak the American Irish, and 
so, at a breath, the airy bubble of pacification bursts. Is the 
English people prepared to go further to make peace with Mr. 
Davitt? is it prepared to uphold a Ministry which has paid so 
dear a price for peace, and when it is paid, discovers too late tbnt 
the Yendor's title -was defective? 

June, 1882, [No. 70.J 
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THE KILMAINHAM 

I.- THE RUPTURE. 

1. fl.Ir TV. E. Gladstone's Attack on lifr Parnell at L eeds, show
ing what he thoitght of },fr Parnell when aboid to pi1,t him 
into Jail. 

The Sco'rSMAN, Saturday, October 8, 1881 :-
For nearly the first time in the history of Christendom a body-a 

small body of men-have arisen, who are not ashamed to preach in Ire
land the doctrine of public plunder. . . . I tak as a representative 
of the opinions I denounce the name of a gentleman of considerable 
ability- Mr Parnell, the memb r for Cork-a gentl man, I will admit, 
of con iderable ability, but whose doctrines are not such as really need 
any considerable ability to r commend them. If you go forth upon 
a mission to demoralise a people by teaching them to make the pro
perty of their neighbours the objects of their covetous desire, it does 
not require superhuman gifts to find a certain number of followers and 
adherents for a doctrine such as that. Mr Parnell is some
what copious in his references to America. He s ems to set up 
America as the true and only friend of Ireland; but in all his refer
ences to America he has never found time to utter one word of dis
approval or misgiving about what is known as the assassination 
literature of that countr - not American literature-no, there is not 
an American who does not scorn it, and spurn it, and loathe it as 
you do. But there are, it is sad to say, a knot of Irishmen who are 
not ashamed to point out in the press which they maintain how the 
ships of her Majesty's navy ought to be blown into the air- to destroy 
the power of Eno-land by secret treachery, and how gentlemen they 
are pleased to select ought to be the object of the knife of the assassin, 
and deprived of life becau e they do not conform to the new Irish 
O'O ·pel. You know ther have been some attempts of this kind made 
in this country. You may have heard of an explosion of dynamite in 
Salford not very long ago. There was a death of one person in conse-
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quence of the explosion. The death of another was expected, but, I 
believe, was averted, and Mr Parnell, this gentleman to whom I refer, 
said that that occurrence in Salford appeared to him to bear the char
acter of a practical joke. 

2. Mr Parnell's Reply. 

The SCOTSMAN, Monday, October 10, 1881 :-
WEXFORD, Sunday.-A great Land League demonstration took 

place here to-day, at which Mr Parnell, who was received with loud 
and prolonged cheering, said,-Y ou have had an opportunity recently, 
many of you, no doubt, of studying the utterances of a very great 
man, a very great orator, the person who recently desired to impress 
the world with a great opinion of his philanthropy and hatred of 
oppression, but who stands to-day the greatest coercionist, the greatest 
and most unrivalled slanderer of the Irish nation that ever undertook 
that task-I refer to William Ewart Gladstone, and his unscrupulous 
and dishonest speech of the day before yesterday. Who was 
it that first sanctioned this doctrine of public plunder~ will be asked 
by some persons. I say that this doctrine of public plunder 
is a question of degree; and when William Ewart Gladstone, who has 
shown himseH more capable of eating his own words and better able 
to recede from principles and declarations which he has laid down 
with just as much fervour as he made th speech the other evening, 
will before long, if he lives long enough, introduce a bill into the 
House of Commons to extend this very principle of public plunder 
which he has sanctioned by his Act of 1881, and to thoroughly protect 
the interests of tenants and their predecessors in title for improve
ments they have made; so that, if we are to go into this question, the 
utmost that Mr Gladstone and the Liberal party will be able to make 
out of it will be to find that there are some persons very much better 
entitled to call him a little robber than he is entitled to call me a big 
one. 

3. Lord Salisbury's Opinion of both of them,, 

The EDINBURGH CouRANT, Wednesday, October 12, 1881 :-
At the banquet at Newcastle, Lord Salisbury said,-Mr Gladstone 

has complained that Mr Parnell deserted him. I think, on the whole, 
he is unjust to Mr Parnell. And if Mr Gladstone complains 
that Mr Parnell has deserted him, I think he forgets that it is mainly 
owing to the exertions of the organisation over which Mr Parnell 
presides that Mr Gladstone now holds office. Well, when he returned 
to office, what did he do~ There has been some talk of public 
plunder. Mr Parnell has very strongly condemned the 
accusations which the Prime Minister reflects against him, and I say 
there is no essential difference between the two. 
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4. Mr Parnell's Imp1·isonment. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, October 14, 1881 :-
DUBLIN, Thursday night.-Mr Charles Stuart Parnell, M.P., presi

dent of the Irish Land League, was arrested in Morrison's Hotel, 
Dublin, at half-past eight o'clock this morning, just as he was prepar
ing to leave Dublin for Kildare. The arrest was made upon 
two warrants, signed by "W. E. Forster, Chief Secretary to the Lord
Li utenant "-one charging him with inciting p ople to intimidate 
others, and the other with intimidating people from paying their just 
debts in the shape of rent, and also from availing th mselves of the 
benefits of the Irish Land Act (1 881). 

5. Whctt Mr 1V. E . Gladstone thought of J1fr Parnell aft er he 
pir,t him into Jail. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, 0 tober 14, 1881 :-
At the London Guildhall, Mr Gladstone said :-I have said that the 

Gov rnm nt r cognis s it · lf as charg d in Ireland "\vith most arduous 
and sol mn duties, and that these duties to the best of its ability it is 
determined to perform. It was no unnatural criticism upon these 
words which expressed the hope that they would not be words alone, 
and at anyrate our decision, my Lord Mayor, our determination has 
been that, to the best of our power, they should be carried into acts ; 
and even within these few moments I have been informed that the 
first step towards the vincliccition of law, of order, of the rights of 
property, of the freedom of the land, of the first elements of political 
life and civi'.lisation--that the first step has been taken in the arrest of 
the 1nan who unhappily, from motives which I do not challenge, which 
I cannot examine, with which I have nothing to do-who unhappily 
has mctde himself beyond all others prominent in the attempt to destroy 
the authority of the law, to siibstitiite what coiild end in being nothing 
rnore or less than ctnarchical oppression exercised iipon the people of 
Ireland. 

6. What Mr W. E. Gladstone thought of Mr Parnell when he let 
him, out of Jail. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, May 5, 1882 :-
The other point I wish to notice is one that my right hon. friend 

(Mr Forster) has used more than once in the ·course of his speech-a 
phrase equivalent to this: H e said that he desired to obtain from the 
hon. member for Cork, and those with whom he had acted, an avowal 
of "change." I wish to lay emphasis on the word "change," because 
it is something like a penitential confession of guilt. I think I express 
the sentiment of the Go ernment when I say-I certainly express my 
own full and clear opinion-that I disclaim alike the desire and the 

A 1 
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right to ask the hon. member for Cork, or any of those who sit nea1· him, 
anything of the sort. 

7. What Mr Parnell said of Mr W. E. Gladstone when he 
got out of Jctil. 

The ScoTSMA , Saturday, May 20, 1882 :-
They had been contending against the right hon. gentleman (Mr W 

E. Gladstone) for the last two years. Th y had found him to be a 
o-reat and a strong man. He thought it was no dishonour to them to 
~vow that he had fought them in a way he did not wish to be fought 
again by anybody in the future. 

11.-THE 

8. How our Colleague fell off the 111achine although we kept a 
straight Coi1,nc all the Way. 

The SCOTSMAN, Wednesday, May 3, 1 82 :-
Mr W. E. Gladstone.-But I again say that this is an act taken on 

our own responsibility alone, DONE IN STRICT PURSUANCE OF THE PRIN
CIPLES UPON WHICH OUR POLICY HAS BEEN FOUNDED ALL ALONG, with 
reference, and with paramount reference, to the rpaintenance of law and 
order in Ireland, which we believe it will promote-a belief in which I 
can assure those hon. gentlemen we are not likely to be changed. And 
finally it is, as I have already said, AN ACT DONE WITHOUT ANY NEGO
TIATION, PROMISE, OR ENGAGEMENT WHATSOEVER. Sir, this act has en
tailed upon us a lamentable consequence- the resignation of my right 
hon. friend the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, who cl clines to 
share our respon ibility- who declines to share our responsibility in 
this matter, and who, in consequence, has tendered his resignation of 
that high office he has held and discharged with such unwearied dili
gence, with such marked ability, l;Lnd such unfailing patriotism. 

The SCOTSMAN, Wednesday, May 3, 18 2 :-
Sir Stafford N orthcote.-The Prime Minister seemed to wonder 

that there was any sensation in the House on his making use of the 
expression that the Government had taken the decision to release 
certain members of the House, and to consider the cases of certain 
other persons at present in prison under the Protection Act, upon 
their own responsibility .... But there was a very important, if not 
a very strange light thrown upon the expression by almost the next 
following words of the right hon. gentleman, with regard to the fact 
that the late-I am sorry to say the late- Chief Secretary for Ireland 
had refused to share that responsibility. That, I need not say, inten-
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si:fies in the most remarkable manner the very important step upon 
which the Government have decided. Under any circumstances to 
be told, and to be told without any reasons given for that decision, 
that they had decided to make so vital a change in the policy which 
they have been pursuing for a considerable time, and for which they 
have from time to time appealed for the support of the House, would 
have been startling, and would have required consideration. But 
when they tell us that the Minister, not only one of their colleagues, 
but the special colleague who has been responsible for the administra
tion of the Act, who has had the most intimate knowledge of the 
state of the country-who knows not only what the state of the 
country has been hitherto, but what it is now up to the last moment 
-that he declin s to share th responsibility, r ally presents to us a 
condition of affairs so grave that it is quite impossible to exagger
ate it. 

9. Afr Forster's Staternent. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, May 5, 1882 :-
Why am I oppos d to this unconditional rel ase at this moment~ 

Well, Mr Speak r, I am oblig d to gi e my reason. If I speak at all 
-if I give any explanation-I must speak plainly, and I hope not 
offensively. But I must say that my reason for not thinking it right 
is, that I believe that the same reasons which obliged me to vindicate 
their detention on the ground of the prevention of crime make me 
now object to their release, becailse I believe it tends to the encour
agement of crime.1 • The real grounds why these gentlemen 
and many others were arrested was because they were trying to carry 
out their will-their unwritten law, as they often called it-and to 
carry it out by working the ruin and the injury of the Queen's subjects, 
by intimidation of one kind or another, and that that was carried on 
to such a degree, that no Government could have allowed it to con
tinue without becoming a Government merely in name, or a sham. 

They organised, and instituted, and successfully carried into 
force, a system of intimidation of individuals, aenerally punishing 
them for obeying the law of the land, and for doing what they have 
to do, and very often what it was their duty to do, and punishing 
them for disobedience to their will, and to their unwritten law. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, May 5, 1882 :-
1\Ir Forster.-The hon. member for the city of Cork, who has been 

alluded to this evening, in no way that I am aware of has he disowned 
-I am alluding to that famous Ennis speech, in which he alluded 
to the system of intimidation, of tabooing people, of ruining them, 
because they did not do what he thought he would try to make them 
do- in no way whatever has he disowned that speech or the principles 
which induced him to m.ake that speech. I am told that hopes are 
held out that there will be a change of action on his part, and 

1 The italics and capital8 throughout the extracts are the compiler's. 
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on that of his friends. . . . But what I want is an avowal of change 
of action - not a promise to help the Government if the Govern
ment do something, but an undertaking to cease to oppose the 
Government in the execution of the law. I must say I entreat the 
House-nay, I entreat my old colleagues - not to rely on these 
expectations; above all, not to act upon them. Let the House do 
what it thinks right upon these questions .... Let them do what 
they think right upon the purchase clauses, or upon any other amend
ment of the Land Act, but do not try to buy obedience to the law by 
concessions. A sit,rrender is bad, bit,t a cornprornise or arrangement is 
worse. . . . 1'here is one thing worse even than secret societies, and 
that is the open aclcnowledgnient of the powerlessness of the law without 
the assistance of the law-breakers. Better even secret societies, with 
which we must contend, and which we shall pit,t down, as we liave put 
them down before-better even these hideous instances of demoralisation 
in Ireland than paying blackrnail to law-breakers. 

10. Sir Stafford Northcote on Mr Forster's Explanation. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, May 5, 1 2 :-
The right hon. gentleman began by telling us that the ground on 

which he separated himself from his colleagues was, that they were 
prepared to allow a certain number of the members of this House, 
and other suspects who were detained under the Protection of Life 
and Property Act, to be discharged, and because he would not take 
the responsibility of an act which, in his opinion, would tend to the 
encouragement of crime in Ireland. We cannot shut our eyes to 
the fact that the right hon. gentleman had, far beyond all his col
leagues, opportunities of knowing and exactly appreciating the real 
state of affairs in Ireland; and when he tells us that an act which in 
itself comes to require some explanation, was one which he could not 
concur in, because he thought it dangerous, and because he thought 
it might tend to the encouragement of crime,-I must say that is a 
statement so serious that it demands, on the part of his colleagues, 
most ample explanation, and the most satisfactory explanation of the 
grounds upon which they have proceeded .... I should like to know, 
first of all, what sort of advice the Governrnent have taken in this 
matter to induce them to take the step they were about to take. 
Evidently it was not the advice of their colleague, the Chief Secre
tary. Whose advice was it then? Was it the advice of the resident 
magistrates and of the ait,thorities throit,ghoiit Ireland? I think we 
should have some information on that point. These are the gentle
men who are administering the law, at times, I fear, at great personal 
risk. 1'hey are the rnen who are thoroughly conver ant with the condi
tion of Ireland. Have they been consiilted, and have they acceded? 

Note.-On the day following this speech-viz., Saturday, May 6, 1882-the 
Chief Secretary and the Permanent Under Secretary of State for Ireland were 
assassinated.-OompiZer. 
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11. Mr Parnell's Bargain. 

The ScoTs IAN, Friday, May 5, 1882 :-
Mr Parnell. - ! have stated verbally and m writing that I be

lieve that another settlement of this arrears question . . . would 
have an enormous effect in the restoration of law and order in 
Ireland, and would take away the last excuse for the outrages which 
have been unhappily committed in such large and increasing numbers 
during the last six months, and if such a settlement · were made that I 
believed we, in common with all persons who desire to see the prosperity 
of Ireland, would be able to take such steps as woidd have a material 
effect in diminishing those unhappy and those lanientable occt<,rrences. 

111.-THE FRUITS OF THE 

12. The Assassination of the Secretaries of State. 

The ScoTs IAN, Monday, May 8, 1882 :-
Lord Frederick Charles Cavendish, the newly - appointed Chief 

Secretary for Ireland, and Mr Thomas H. Burke, the permanent 
Under Secretary at Dublin Castle, were assassinated on Saturday 
evening in the Phrenix Park, Dublin, under circumstances unpar
alleled for daring and for the cold-blooded savagery of the murderers. 

1 3. Opinions on Dublin Oastle Officials. 

The ScoTSMAN, W ednesday, May 3, 1882 :-
Mr W. E. Gladstone.- In my opinion, and I think I may say m 

the opinion of my colleagues, there is a great deal to be done m 
regard to the reorganisation of Dublin Castle. 

Note.-How far Mr W. E. Gladstone's opinion of Dublin Castle officials coin
cided with those of Mr Parnell and his associates need not here be pointed out. 
-Compiler. 

The Sco·rs~IAN, Friday, May 5, 1882 :-
Mr Forster.- ! cannot allude to the magistrates, and I cannot allude 

to the Castle, without begging hon. members to withhold their judg
ment before coming to any condemnation of the arrangements at the 
Ca tle. Undoubtedly it is desirable that there should be less govern
ment by writing, and more by personal supervision. I only ·wish the 
Queen may be served, and long served, by such faithful and devoted, 
and loyal and hard-working servants, as those in her service in the 
Castle of Dublin. 
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14. The Reasons f 01· the Crime. 

The EDINBURGH CouRANT, Tuesday, May 9, 1882 :-

In answer to a message received, May 8th, from the Viceroy of 
India, Mr Gladstone replied-The object of the black act plainly is, 
to rouse indignant passions and embitter the relations between Great 
Britain and Ireland. 

The SCOTSMAN, Tuesday, June 6, 1882 :-
The Marquis of Waterford drew attention to the recent release of 

suspects under the Coercion Act, and moved for any correspondence 
connected therewith. This change of policy had, in itself, been the 
cause of the greatest injury in Ireland. He believed that except for the 
reports that an understanding had been arrived at between the Govern
rnent and the Land League, those awfiil rrniirders in Phrenix Park 
would never have been cornrnitted. The extreme party, believing they 
had been sold by Mr Parnell, and not wishing to arrive at separation 
by so extremely curious a process as an alliance with the English 
Government, committed these atrocities to show that no compromise 
was possible. They had proof in the resignation of Mr Forster that 
he believed a compact had been made. 

15. The Opinions of the Press, as qiwted in the 'Scotsman,' 
Tuesday, May 9, 1882. 

The Tarns says :-Not more than four days have elapsed since 
the policy of conciliation was thus set in motion, and already we have 
its hollowness exposed by the tragedy in the Phmnix Park. It did not 
deserve any larger measure of success. It was founded on a combina
tion of credulity and malice. The history of this transaction, 
though its details may be decorously veiled, is perfectly understood 
by the public ; and, if we know the temper of the English people, it 
will be judged as it deserves. 

DAILY TELEGRAPH.-This is a fierce and unanswerable rebuke of 
the hopes indulged by Mr Gladstone's Cabinet; it is a monstrous pro
test against political transactions between the Government and Mr 
Parnell; it is a defiance flung forth against the self-deceiving theory 
that "conciliation" can coax assassins to be law-abiding; and it is 
Mr Forster's departing admonition made good, suddenly, terribly, 
lamentably. An end has come to the "treaty of Kilmainham" 
before it was so much as handselled, and Mr Forster has been appal
lingly justified before his hapless successor had passed a single day in 
Dublin. 
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16. Some more Fruits of the Treaty. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, May 12, 1882 :-
Sir William Harcourt asked leave to introduce a bill for the repres

sion of crime in Ireland. He described the circumstances of Ireland, 
which rendered it necessary that such a measure should be brought 
forward. A system of terrorism prevented the juries in certain dis
tricts in Ireland from doing their duty in convicting criminals, thus 
giving rise to an impression that crime might be committed with 
impunity. The Government, therefore, thought it necessary that, for 
those places and occasions, and for certain classes of serious crime, 
wher the ordinary Courts were inoperative, special tribunals should 
be constituted. This special commission would be composed of judges 
of the Supreme Court, would consist of three members, and would sit 
without a jury; their judgment must be unanimous, and there would 
be an appeal to the Court of Criminal Causes. The Lord-Lieutenant 
would have the power of proclaiming a district under the Act; and 
th re would be provisions permitting search by day as well as by night 
for the secret apparatus of murd r, and for the arrest of strangers. 
The Aliens Act would be revived, for the purpose of giving power for 
the removal of foreigners. Crimes of a secondary class would b~ dealt 
with summarily. Members of unlawful associations would be dealt 
with summarily, and membership in such secret societies would be an 
offence under the Act. The duration of the Act would be for three 
years. 

1 7. },fr Forstc1· at Brad/ ord. 

The SCOTSMAN, Saturday, May 13, 1882 :-
This is what Mr Parnell said:-" Now, what are you to do to a 

tenant who bids for a farm from which his neighbour has been evicted~ 
(Various shouts, among which were 'Kill him,' 'Shoot him.') Now, I 
think I heard some one say 'shoot him.' I wish to point out to you 
a much better way, a more Christian and a more charitable way, 
which will give the lost sinner an opportunity of r penting. When a 
man takes a farm from which another has been evicted, you must 
show him-you will find what the meaning of the word 'show' is 
afterwards- on the roadside when you meet him, you must show him 
in the streets or the town, you must show him at the shop counter
( a voice,' Shun him ')-no, the word was not' shun' but' show '-in the 
fair, and in the market-place, and even in the house of worship. 
Leaving him severely alone, by putting him into a moral Coventry, 
by isolating him from the rest of his kind, as if he were a leper of old ; 
you must show him that that is your detestation of the crime he has 
committed, and you may depend upon it that if the population of an 
entire county in Ireland carry out this doctrine, there will be no man 
so full of avarice, so lost to shame, as to dare the public opinions of 
all right-thinking men within the country, and to transgress your un .. 
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written code of laws." That was what Mr Parnell said at Ennis a 
year and a-half ago, and that has been the ground upon which the 
agitation has been worked ever since. I have no doubt Mr 
Parnell is shocked at this murder-although it is very different from 
the way in which he spoke of Mr Boyd's murder. This murder is a 
disaster to him, and the country is crying shame upon the murderers. 
But what I say is, that when once you bring in this principle, that 
because a man does not do what you think he ought to do or say you 
think he ought to do, that therefore you are to injure him privately. 
J.lfurder is the natural oiitcome of an agitation such as this. 

18. The Government and the liberated M.P.'s. 

The SCOTSMAN, Tuesday, May 16, 1882 :-
Mr Parnell.-Perhaps I may be permitted to read the letter which, 

I understand, forms the documentary evidence alluded to in the ques
tion. It consists of a letter from myself to the hon. and gallant 
member for the county of Clare (Mr O'Shea). It is headed "private 
and confidential." It is dated from Kilmainham, April 28, 1882, and 
is in the following terms :-

" I was very sorry that you had left the Albert Mansions before I 
reached London, as I had wished to tell you that after our conversa
tion I had made up my mind that it would be proper for me to put 
Mr M'Carthy in possession of the views which I had previously com
municated to you. I desire to impress upon you the absolute neces
sity of a settlement of the arrears question, which will leave no 
recurring sore connected with it, and which will enable us to show 
the smaller tenantry that they have been treated with justice and 
some generosity. The proposal you have described to me, as suggested 
in some quarter, of making a loan for however many years, should be 
absolutely rejected, for reasons which I have already fully explained 
to you. If the arrears question be settled upon the lines indicated by 
us, I have every confidence-a confidence shared by my colleagues
that the exertions which we should be able to make, strenuously and 
unremittingly, would be effectual in stopping outrages and intimida
tion of all kinds. As regards permanent legislation of an amelio
rating character, I may say that the views which you have always 
shared with me, as to the admission of leaseholders to the fair rent 
clauses in the Act, are more confirmed than ever. So long as the 
flower of the Irish tenantry are kept outside the Act, there cannot 
be the permanent settlement of the land question which we all so 
much desire. I should also strongly hope that some compromise may 
be arrived at this session with regard to the amendment of the tenure 
clauses of the Land Act. It is unnecessary for me to dwell upon the 
enormous advantage that we should derive from the full extension of 
the purchase clauses, which now seems practically to have been adopted 
by all parties. The accomplishment of the programme I have sketched 
out to you would, in my judgment, be regarded by the country as a 
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practical settlement of the land question, and I believe that the 
Government at the end of this session would, from the state of the 
country, feel themselves thoroughly justified in dispensing with further 
coercive measures.-Y ours, very truly, C. S. PARNELL." 

Mr Forster.-May I ask a question of the hon. member for the city 
of Cork ~ Did he read the whole of the letter 1 

Mr Parnell.-I did not, sir, keep a copy of the letter. My hon. 
and gallant friend the member for Clare (Captain O'Shea) has fur
nished me with a copy, and it may be possible that one of. the para
graphs has been omitted. But, speaking for myself, I have no objec
tion to the hon. and gallant member, if he desires, communicating 
the whole of the letter to the House. 

Captain O'Shea.-I think the best plan would be, that I should 
take the earliest opportunity of explaining every detail of all these 
transactions. (Cheers and cries of " Read.") 

Captain O'Shea.-! have not got the letter. 
Mr Forster here handed over to the hon. member a copy of the 

lett r in question, amid loud cheering and renewed cries of "Read." 
Captain O'Shea, having glanced at the letter, handed it back to Mr 

Forster and sat down again. 
Mr Forster (handing the letter back again).-! believe it is the last 

paragraph but two, at the top of the last page. (Cheers, and renewed 
cries of " R ad.") 

Captain O'She~-I do not think it is fair. (Loud cries of "Read" 
and "Order.") The hon. and gallant member accordingly re-read the 
whole letter. The sentence which had been abridged ran as follows:
" The accomplislmient of the prograrnme I have sketched oit,t to yoit, 
would, in niy judgment, be regarded by the country as a practical 
settlement of the land question, a?td would, I am sure, enable us to co
operate cordially for the fit,ture with the Liberal party in forwarding 
Liberal principles-in nieasit,res connected with Ireland, and that the 
Government at the end of the session woidd, from the state of the coun
try, feel themselves thoroit,ghly jit,stified in dispensing with fwrther 
coercive nieasit,res." 

The SCOTSMAN, Wednesday, May 17, 1882 :-
Captain O'Shea said he was loth to intrude upon the House at 

that hour, but he felt that he would be doing a grave injustice to the 
hon. member for the city of Cork unless he made an explanation with 
reference to a letter from the hon. member which had been read that 
evening. . . . On the 13th of April he wrote a letter to the Prime 
Minister. On the 15th he received from the Prime Minister a reply 
stating that he would communicate with Mr Forster, and that no 
apology was required either for the length or for the freedom of the 
letter ; that the end in view was of vast moment, and that no false 
shame would prevent the Government from taking any path which 
would lead to the pacification of Ireland. He felt sure the great 
majority of people would think these were noble words. He also 
wrote to the President of the Board of Trade, enclosing a copy ef his 
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letter to the Prime Minister, and he received fro111, him an answer 
which contained food for reflection on both sides of the Channel. It 
was dated April 17, 1882, and stated that the writer thought there 
was nothing in his proposal which did not deserve consideration,· that 
he entirely concurred in the view that it was the duty of the Govern
ment to lose no opportunity of acquainting themselves with represen
tative opinions in Ireland, and that for that purpose they ought to 
welcome suggestions and criticisms from every quarter and from all 
classes and se?tions of Irishmen, provided they were animated with 
a desire for good government, and not with a blind hatred of all gov
ernment whatever; that one thing must be borne in mind-namely, 
that if the Government and the Liberal party were bound to show 
greater consideration to Irish opinion, on the other hand the leaders 
of Irish opinion must pay greater attention to the public opinion of 
England and Scotland ; that, however, since the present Government 
came into office they had not received the slightest assistance in that 
direction, but, on the contrary, some Irishmen had acted rather as if 
their object had been to embitter and pr judice English opinion against 
their country; that nothing would be easier than to g t up an anti
Irish agitation in this country almost as great as the anti-Jewish agi
tation in Russia; and that he should rejoic if the time came when 
there would be a conciliatory spirit on both sides. 

Mr Forster.-! am afraid from what he (Captain O'Shea) said that 
I must say all I know about this. To a great extent I agree with the 
hon. member, that the matter arose out of a lett r from the hon. 
member to my right hon. friend the Prime Minister. My right hon. 
friend knows it very well, for he sent me that letter ,· and when I sent 
it back to hini, I took precisely the sanie view as that which I stated 
I took a few days ago in the House when explaining the motives for 
my resignation. 1 However, the negotiations or correspondence went 
on. The hon. member says he was in constant communication with 
me. I certainly did see him two or three times; but his communica
tions consist to a great extent of a letter to the Prime Minister, and 
a communication to my right hon. friend the President of the Board 
of Trade. . . . I took a memorandum at the time, and I sent it to 
the Prime Minister, and circulated it among my colleagues. It was 
to this effect :-

"After telling me that he had been from eleven to five yesterday 
with Parnell, O'Shea gave me his letter to him, saying that he hoped 
it would be a satisfactory expression of union with the Liberal party. 
After carefully reading it, I said to him, 'Is that all, do you think, 
that Parnell would be inclined to say? ' He said, '"'What more do you 
want? Doubtless I could supplement.' I said, 'It comes to this
that upon our doino- certain things he will help us to prevent outrages' 
-or words to that effect. He again said, 'How can I supplement 
it ? '- referring, I imagine, to different measures. I did not feel justi-

1 Mr Glad tone's statement is-I am not prepared to admit, as a mere mat
t er of words, that I had any communication, EITHER DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY, 

with Mr Parnell.-Compiler. 



15 

fied in giving him my own opinion, which might be interpreted to be 
that of the Cabinet, so I said I had better show the letter to Mr 
Gladstone and one or two others. He said, 'Well, there may be fault 
in expression; but the thing is done. If these words will not do 
I must get others, but what is obtained is [and here he used most 
remarkable words J that the conspiracy which has been used to get itp 
boycotting and oittrages will now be itsed to piit them down. 

Captain O'Shea.-The right hon. gentleman asked me to confirm 
the words of his memorandum. I must say I cannot confirm that 
expression at all. My belief is, I did not use the word "conspiracy;" 
organisation, I believe, is the word I used. 

Mr Forster.-! took it down shortly afterwards, but the alteration 
will not make much difference. The memorandum proceeds :-

"And that there will be a union in the Liberal party. And as an 
illustration of how the first of these results was to be obtained, he 
said that Parnell hoped to make use of a certain person, and get him 
back from abroad, as he would be able to help him to put down con
spiracy or agitation-I am not sure which word was used-as he knew 
all its details in the West. " 

I added, for the information of my colleagues:-
"This last statement is quite true-this man "-I will give his 

name if required. Cries of "Name." It is Sheridan--
" Is a rel ased suspect, against whom we have for some time had a 

fresh warrant, and who, under disguises, has hitherto eluded the police, 
coming backwards and forwards from Egan to the outragemongers in 
the vVest. I did not feel myself sufficiently master of the situation to 
let him see what I thought of this confidence, but I again told him that 
I could not do more at present than tell others what he had told me." 

It gave me a sort of insight into what had been happening 
which I had not before-that a man whom I knew, so far as I had any 
possibility of knowing, was engaged in these outrages, was so far under 
the influence of the hon. member for the city of Cork, that UPON HIS 

RELEASE he would get the assistance of that 1nan to put down the very 
things which he had been provoking. Well, I came away from that 
interview with this feeling: I was very sorry I had had anything 
whatever to do with the negotiation, although all I had to do with 
it was, to have got from the hon. member for the city of Cork a pro
mise not to break the law. I felt I would have nothing more to do 
with it. If it was possible to injure the power of the Government in 
Ireland, and to make it more difficult to preserve order, it was by 
entering into any arrangement with a gentleman who said: "If I can 
a t certain things done, then I will no longer instigate a breach of the 
law; I will try and help you to keep it, and I will even make use of 
agents who have been used for the purposes of outrages to put them 
down." 

The ScoTSMA.i."\', ·w ednesday, May 17, 1882 :-
Mr Gladstone.-The first question is, whether any other members 

of the Government had communication, directly or indirectly, with 
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Mr Parnell 1 I am not prepared, as a mere matter of words, to admit 
tliat I had any communication, either directly or indirectly, with Mr 
Parnell. 

Mr A. J. Balfour.-The Prime Minister, ten days ago, when he 
announced to an astonished House the sudden reversal of Govern
ment policy, went out of his way to explain that there was nothing 
in the nature, as he said, of a compact or agreement with the gentle
men whom up to that time they had been confining without trial. 
Last night a lurid light was thrown upon the whole transaction by 
the sudden revelation of letters which were never expected to become 
public. The Government and the Prime Minister persisted in reiter
ating the assertion that there had been no treaty or agreement. It 
seemed to him that this was very much a matter of words. He 
recollected that in one of the comedies of Moliere, the hero declared 
that he had not sold his goods, but had only given them to a friend, 
who had, in exchange, given him some money. In the same way, 
the Government had not indeed entered into a contract with the 
liberated mernbers of the Hoit,se, bilt they had given something which 
the hon. gentlernen very much desired, and the hon. gentlemen had 
given, on the other hand, something which the Government very 
rnuch desired, and each party, bejore tlie transaction took place, 
knew perfectly well what they were going to give and what they 
expected to receive. Th Government, on their part, were going to 
give liberty to the hon. gentlemen, and a bill with regard to arrears; 
and the hon. gentlemen were going to give to the Government peace 
in Ireland and Parliamentary support. However that transaction 
might be described by words, there was no doubt whatever that it was 
a compact. By this treaty the power of this Government had been 
weakened, and of all successive Governments, to deal with Irish dis
loyalty and disaffection. He did not believe that any such trans
action could be quoted from our political history. It stood alone
he did not wish to use strong language-he was going to say it stood 
alone in its infamy. And if anything could add a darker touch to 
the picture, it was the conduct of the Home Secretary, who only three 
or four days before the Government concluded this Treaty of Kil
mainham, at a public meeting in Derby, brought down the cheers of 
the assembly by accusing the Conservative Party of having entered 
into a league with the Home Rulers. 

Mr Gibson (Member for Dublin University).-I put this proposi
tion: If this transaction was what the English people love- a fair, 
honest, and above-board transaction, without anything clandestine or 
secret about it-why was it kept back and not put forward? If the 
Ministry felt they had nothing to be ashamed of in this transaction, 
why not make it public, instead of leaving it to dribble out in partial 
statements and uncertain actions? What is this letter? 

Is it not obvious that this letter disclosed three considera
tions that were to move the Gov rnrnent, and two of them for the 
hon. member for the city ·of Cork? 'Phere are a great many ways of 
conveying yoiir niea·ning besides writing. I venture to think one of 
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the most obvious ideas at the bottom with both parties was, that the 
release would follow the carrying out of the transaction. No one 
could presume to think that the man who wrote the letter, if enter
tained by the Government, would be kept in custody for twenty-four 
hours. The terms of the letter demonstrate the absurdity of any such 
suggestion, because it says that in a certain contingency the strenuous 
and unremitting exertions of the hon. member for the city of Cork and 
his friends would be applied in a particular direction if certain things 
happened. How could the strenuous exertions be applied, unless he 
was let out of jail 1 I say the release was not rnentioned there because 
it was too obvio'llS for statement. The understanding of it underlay the 
whole transaction. Of course, the hon. member for the city of Cork 
could not stipulate for it, because, if he did, his influence in Ireland 
would be gone in a moment. The Government could not mention it 
because that would look like a thing which could not bear the most 
simple investigation. . . I do make this observation, that the 
memorandum contains a clear statement which is of the greatest im
portance to the country. A conspiracy which has been used to get 
up "boycotting" and outrages will now be used to put them down. 
I should like to know the view of the Cabinet with reference to that 
damning statement. 

Mr Forster.-The real difference between me and my colleagues 
was this. I am obliged to say that I think the conditional statement, 
that if the Government did certain things, then certain persons would 
not break the law, but would assist in maintaining it, was not only 
no promise that they would not do it, but was to my mind rather an 
aggravation of the situation. 

19. Tuesday's Scene in the Commons. 

The CouRANT, Thursday, May 13, 1882 :-
The Tarns says :-W e entertain the strongest conviction that Mr 

Forster was in the right when he refused to be a party to accepting 
the conditional aid of Mr Parnell or the co-operation of the man 
Sheridan, against whom a warrant had been issued as an organiser of 
outrages. But it is the shortsighted folly of those who approve that 
method of grappling with crime rather than any moral obliquity on 
their part that will excite the most general surprise and indignation. 

If the public peace cannot be kept in the W st of Ireland 
without enlisting the services of the "outragemonger" Sheridan, we 
may be sure that it is to Sheridan, and not to the servants of the 
Government and the law, that the masses will look up. 

The SCOTSMAN, Tuesday, June 6, 1882 :-
Earl Cowper.-1 was Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland when these 

arrangements were made. . . . I knew no more than any of your 
lordships that this was going on. When I heard of the release of 
these three members of Parliament, I telegraphed, begging that the 
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matter might be left to my successor, and I only signed the document 
on the distinct understanding that it was a mere matter of form. I 
did not express any opinion upon the subject. I confess when I got 
the telegram announcing the intention of the Government to release 
the members, it took me so completely by surprise that I could hardly 
believe it; and I must say that I felt it to be a most grave step. That 
was not my opinion only, but the opinion of a great many people with 
whom I came in contact. . . . All professional men, judges, lawyers, 
military men, clergymen of all denominations, landlords and agents 
and others, were completely astonished at this sudden step. It was 
the sitddenness which, in ?ny opinion, constituted the chief evil; and 
I am bound to say that the anticipations which we all felt of the evils 
which wogld be done, have been accomplished. I do not refer to the 
t ragedy in Phamix Park-we know too little about that deplorable 
occurrence to say from what motives it arose; but I refer to the local 
effects that have been produced in districts previously disturbed. The 
language used is notorious at every bonfire lighted on that occasion, 
and the language that comes to its publicly and privately from every 
part indicates that the release was looked itpon at the nioment as a 
complete sitrrender, that its e.ffect was m;ost disastroits, and that it will 
render the pacifi,cation of Ireland, and the re toration of law and order, 
more difficult than before. 

20. The Daily Tale of llfit,rcler. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, June 9, 1882 :-
A LANDOWNER AND ms EscoRT SIIOT DEAD.-Mr Burke of Rahassan 

Park, riding, and a soldier who was protecting him, were shot dead 
when returning from Gort on this day (8th instant), at 3.30 P.M., at 
Castle Taylor Grant Gate, Ardrahan. 

Note.-Mr Burke's escort was a young Scottish suldier, Corporal Wallace, 
who had only been sent from his regiment on protection duty two days before. 
He was highly spoken of by his commanding officer.-Gompiler. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, June 9, 1882 :-
A singular incident occurred to-night whilst Mr Burke's brother 

was walking down the lobby of the House of Commons towards the 
Library with Mr Trevelyan. Messrs Parnell, Justin M'Carthy, and 
Biggar were walking in front of them, when, seeing them, Mr Burke, 
who naturally was labouring under excitement, said, "Parnell, this is 
your fault!" No reply was made to this observation, the three Irish 
members walking on; whereupon Mr Burke, looking at Mr Biggar, 
made use of an observation which induced Mr Trevelyan to take his 
arm and lead him aside. Mr Biggar made no reply. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, June 30, 1882 :-
Another frightful agrarian crime is r ported from County Galway. 

Mr Blake, agent on the estate of the Marquis of Clanricarde, with his 
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wife and his servant, named Keane, were driving from his residence 
to Loughrea, when, close to the town, a volley was fired from behind 
a wall, which had previously been loopholed, and Mr Blake and his 
man fell dead. Mrs Blu.ke was wounded. 

The Sco'rSMAN, Wednesday, July 5, 1882 :-
A murder of a brutal and mysterious character was committed in 

the streets of Dublin early yesterday morning. Shooting was heard 
in the neighbourhood of Saville Street, and on the spot being reached, 
an artisan named Kenny was found in a dying state, having four gun
shot wounds and seven stabs on his body. He died before he could 
be removed to hospital. 

The SCOTSMAN, Saturday, July 15, 1882 :-
The counties of Cavan, Leitrim, Longford, Westmeath, Sligo, Ros

common, Mayo, Tipperary, Kilkenny, Waterford, Limerick, Cork, 
Clare, Louth, and Dublin, with the cities of Dublin, Cork, Limerick, 
and other towns and detached districts in Ireland were yesterday "pro
claimed" by the Lord-Lieutenant under the Prevention of Crime Act. 

The ScoTSil:IAN, Tuesday, July 18, 1882 :-
yesterday several additional counties were proclaimed by the Lord

Lieutenant of Ireland, and other steps taken under the clauses of the 
Prev ntion of Crime Act. 

The Sc0Ts111A~ , Tuesday, August 1, 1882 :-
A man named Byrne, residing near Olaremorris, was fired at on 

Sunday morning while going to chapel, and dangerously wounded. 
He had had a dispute about some land. 

The SCOTSMAN, Saturday, August 5, 1882 :-
By a proclamation issued last night any person found out of doors 

in the city of Limerick an hour after sunset is liable to arrest. 

The ScoTs IAN, Monday, August 14, 1882 :-
Another daring assassination is reported from Ireland. Edward 

Browne, a sub-constable, was deliberately shot and fatally wounded in 
a street in Parsonstown on Saturday night by an unknown man, who, 
after the murder, walked through a crowded public-house and escaped 
by the back yard. 

In Dublin, on Saturday, Francis Hynes, son of a County Clare 
solicitor, was sentenced to death for the murder of John Doloughty, 
near Ennis. The crime is undoubtedly agrarian. 

The ScoTSllIAN, Saturday, August 19, 1882 :-
A FA 1ILY OF FOUR PER ONS )JURDERED BY " IOONLIGIITERS" IN GALWAY. 

CONG, Friday evening.-Anoth r fearful crime has been committed 
in this disturbed district. Last night a party of men broke into the 
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dwelling of a farmer named John Joyce, and shot six of the inmates. 
Four of these are dead, viz., John Joyce, the farmer, his wife, his 
mother, and his daughter. 

The SCOTSMAN, Tuesday, August 22, 18 2 :-
Another cold-blooded murder has been committed by " moon

lighters " in Kerry. A band numbering about :fifteen, dragged from 
his bed an old man named Leahy, rent-warner on Lord Kenmare's 
estate, and deliberately shot him before the eyes of his wife, who threw 
herself between the brutal ruffians and their defenceless victim, im
ploring them, but in vain, to spare him. 

The SCOTSMAN, Thursday, September 7, 1882 :-
A man named Thomas Quinn has been shot dead while driving 

along a highway in King's County. 

The SCOTSMAN, Friday, September 8, 1 2 :-
A meeting, called and presided over by the Lord Mayor of Dublin, 

was held in that city yesterday, at which a memorial to the Lord
Lieutenant was adopted, praying him to commute the death sentence 
passed on Francis Hynes. Among those present was Canon Pope, 
who made an eloquent speech d nouncing the crime of murder; but 
he was constantly interrupted, and had to give way. 

The SCOTSMAN, Thursday, September 2 , 1 82 :-
John Keane, aged twenty, son of Mr Keane, Kiloff House, Kil

dysart, a landed proprietor, was last night found dead in a dyke near 
his father's residence, which he had left on horseback a short time 
previously. 

The SCOTSMAN, Saturday, September 30, 1882 :-
Our Dublin correspondent gives an account of the murder of the 

farmer Hickey in Tipperary. Two brothers named Carroll were 
heard to declare that they would "finish Hickey," and they accord
ingly went to him in a field, and stabbed him in the head with a hay
fork. The Carrolls, who are in custody, suspected that Hickey was 
instrumental in bringing about their eviction. 

The SCOTSMAN, Thursday, October 5, 1 2 :-
Our Cork correspondent sends an account of the circumstances of 

the daring murder of Thomas Browne, a well-to-do industrious farmer, 
near Castle Island, on Tuesday. Two men approached a field in which 
Browne was at work, and beckoned him to them. Suspecting nothing, 
he went, and a number of boys observed the three in conversation, 
Browne having his hat in his hand as if entreating forgiveness. Pre
sently the ruffians drew their revolvers, and shot the unfortunate man 
dead within a few yards of his own house. The murderers then coolly 
walked away. 
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The SCOTSMAN, Monday, October 9, 1882 :-
Two agrarian outrages are reported from Mayo. In the one case 

two land-agents were fired at, and escaped unhurt; and in the other, 
a shopkeeper was shot in the thigh. No arrests were made in either 
case. 

The SCOTSMAN, Thursday, October 12, 1882 :

OUTRAGE IN TIPPERARY. 

DUBLIN, Wednesday.-A Cashel (County Tipperary) despatch says 
that an outrage was perpetrated last night at Killestina, near New 
Inn. At about 10 o'clock P.M., Michael Dwyer, a fine young man, 
son of Widow Dwyer, of Kilnesten, who holds about nine or ten 
acres of land from Mr J. C. Armstrong, Rathmines, Dublin, was 
reading at the kitchen fire when he heard a tap at the window. 
He went at once to see who was there, and just as he had opened the 
door and was standing on the threshold, he was fired at by two or 
three men, who instantly ran away. 

The SCOTSMAN, W edn sday, November 8, 1 2 :

TITE BOYLE MURDER. 
The magistrates at Boyle yesterday concluded an inquiry into the 

murder of Thomas Hunt, a farmer, and fully committed for trial 
Thomas Kennedy, of Ballenultha, who had been identified as the 
perpetrator of the crime. 

The ScoTSMAN, Monday, November 27, 1882 :-
A desperate encounter took place in Dublin on Saturday night 

between a small body of detective police and a gang of desperadoes 
suspected of belonging to a secret society, and who have been under 
police supervision for some time. About eleven o'clock the detective 
officers, who had been watching the movements of the party, pro
ceeded to follow them down Abbey Street. The "suspects," taking 
alarm, halted, and faced the police, after giving a signal by means of 
a whistle. The officers coming up, one of the gang, whose name, it 
has been ascertained, is Christopher Dowling, deliberately stepped out 
from the pavement , and presenting a revolver, fired two shots at 
Constable Cox, one of which took effect at the base of the skull, 
severing the spinal column, the result, of course, being fatal. 

The ScoTSMAN, Tuesday, November 28, 1882 :

A .MERCilANT STABBED. 

DUBLIN, Monday, 8.30 P.llr. - To-night the city was again startled 
by the report of another outrage of a diabolical character, perpetrated 
in a public thoroughfare, not more than 500 yards from the scene of 
the sanguinary affray on Saturday night. The intended victim of the 
assassin's knife was a gentleman named Denis Field, aged about sixty 
years, a merchant of position in the city, and a special juror, who 



22 

served during the Special Commission at which Mr Justice Lawson 
presided. Mr Field was one of the jurors who convicted Michael 
Walsh for the murder of Constable Kavanagh at Letterfrack, County 
Galway-a daring and brutal crime. It is therefore almost beyond 
doubt that the attack on Mr Field was made in consequence of his 
conduct as a juror. 

The SCOTSMAN, "'Wednesday, November 29, 1882 :-
A protracted meeting of the Irish Privy Council was held at Dublin 

Castle yesterday, with the result that the city has been proclaimed 
under the Curfew Clause of the Prevention of Crime Act, and a reward 
of £5000 has been offered for information leading to the arrest of the 
persons who attacked Mr Field. 

The SCOTSMAN, Saturday, December 2, 1882 :-
Two fresh out;rages are reported from Ir land. A K erry r nt

warner, escorted by two policemen, was fired at by a party of assassins 
from behind a h dge, and one of the constables was dangerously · 
wounded in the neck. In the other case a policeman was shot at and 
wounded in County Sligo. 

The SCOTSMAN, Thursday, December 14, 1882 :-
In Dublin yesterday Patrick Higgins was found guilty of complicity 

in the Lough Mask murders, and was sentenc cl to death. 

The ScoTSLIIAN, Thursday, December 21, 1 82 :-
Michael Flynn was yesterday convict din Dublin of the murd r of 

the two bailiffs near Lough Mask on the 3d of January last, and was 
sentenced to be executed at Galway on the 17th of January next. 

The second trial of Poff and Barrett for the murder of a farm r in 
Kerry began at Cork yesterday. 

The ScoTS)IAN, Monday, December 25, 1882 :-
Last week's issue of the Land League organ has been seized through 

Ireland, and its editor has been summoned to appear before a magis
trate for having published an article with intent to bring the Govern
ment and the administration of the law into contempt. The Mayor 
of Wexford has been summoned to appear in answer to a similar 
charge at :New Ross. 

The SCOTSMAN, Wednesday, January 3, 1883 :-
At a Special Court of Justices at vVaterford yesterday, Mr Biggar, 

M.P., was, under the ordinary law, committed for trial at the assizes 
for uttering a seditious, wicked, and inflammatory speech. 

A party of men having yesterday attacked three "Emergency As
sociation" bailiffs in the County Tipperary, shots were exchanged, and 
one of the former party was shot dead. 
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The ScoTSMAN, Thursday, January 4, 1883 :-
Another agrarian outrage has been committed in Ireland, the son 

of a farmer having been attacked by two men on the highway near 
Ballinamore, and killed. 

The ScoTSl\1AN, Saturday, January 13, 18 3 :-
At the close of the Munster Assizes at Cork yesterday, Judge 

Barry passed sentence on a large number of prisoners who had been 
convicted of various agrarian crimes. 

The SCOTSMAN, Monday, January 15, 1883 :-
Early on Saturday morning a series of important arrests were made 

in Dublin. The police and marines, armed with warrants, made 
descents on a number of houses, and arrested sixteen persons for con
spiring to murder various Government officials and other persons. . . . 
It is understood that :five warrants still remain to be executed. The 
prisoners were brought before a police magistrate, and remanded. . . . 
These arrests ... are believed to be the result of the protracted 
investigations which have been of late conducted at Dublin Castle. 
A quantity of arms and ammunition has been found concealed in 
Dublin. 

The SCOTSMAN, Monday, January 22, 1883 :-
Startling revelations as to the mysterious springs of the assassin

ation conspiracy in Dublin were disclosed in that city on Saturday. 
H,obert Farrell, a van-driver, gave evidence as to his own connection 
with the Fenian organisation and the "inner circle," or assassination 
branch, with which he also identified most of the other prisoners. 
He detailed the part taken by himself and others in abortive 
attempts to assassinate Mr Forster and Mr Field. It is understood 
that the Government have ample evidence confirmatory of Farrell's 
terrible story. 

The SCOTSMAN, Tuesday, January 23, 18 3 :

MR GOSCHEN, M.P., AT RIPON. 

Questions being invited at the close of his speech, Mr Goschen was 
asked to explain the Kilmainham treaty, and in reply simply said, 
amid laughter, that it was one of those things which no fellow could 
understand. 

The SCOTSMAN, Monday, January 29, 1883 :-
The evidence against the men arrested in Dublin for con piracy to 

murder was further disclosed on Saturday, when the prisoners were 
again brought before the police magistrates at Kilmainham. The 
statement of Mr Murphy at the close of the day that on Saturday 
next he hoped to b able to give evidence as to the details of the 
Phrenix Pcirk assassinations created a fresh sensation. 
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THE KILMAINHAM TREATY; 
OR, 

'LESSONS IN MASSACRE' (OF THE TRUTH). 

A s · an eminent counsel will spend half an hour, 
perhaps, in cross-examining a witness on some trivial 
question of place or date, with a view of proving 
him generally unworthy of credit, so this 'Kilmain
ham Treaty ' business has, in reality, acquired a vast 
importance on account of a Prime Minister having 
solemnly pledged his word that the whole was a mere 
phantom, engendered in the brains of the credulous or 
the malignant. The isrne is knit in the clearest way. 
There is no ambiguity or misunderstanding of terms; 
so that the eminent statesman at the head of the 
Government has literally offered us the choice of two 
alternatives: There was no 'Kilmainham Treaty,' or 
he is stating what is untrue. Fortunately for the 
impartial, unfortunately for him, there are all the 
materials in abundance for arriving at a clear, distinct 
conclusion ; and we might hear the judge saying to the 
jury : ' Gentlemen, the issues for you are : 

'I. Was there a Kilmainham Treaty r 
' II. Do you believe the statement of the right 

honourable witness r 
1-2 
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It will be seen that there can be no issue as to 
whether, granting a treaty, he was unaware of it. 
He not only denies that he knew of it, but that there 
was one. A rather painful matter to probe, but not 
to be shrunk from, where the person is in so high a 
place. Some slight measure of indulgence is given to 
diplomatists, who, as Talleyrand said, are 'sent abroad 
to lie for the good of their country'; but this privilege 
is not to be given to statesmen-to be used as. a 
weapon against a hostile party. Nay, ambiguities 
seem to be 'bad form,' and it is expected that straight
forward statement, or, at the most, reserve or refusal of 
information, shall be the rule with governing states
men. 

It has been represented that this Kilmainham 
Treaty, or business, is a trivial matter, and unworthy 
of investigation. But the reverse is the case. What
ever way it ]s looked at, discredit attaches to it. If 
proved, it is shameful to have made a bargain with 
men in durance-under treasonable charges, and to 
have offered release and certain advantageous measures 
in return for Parliamentary support and efforts at paci
fying followers. If untrue, or unproved, there has 
been a series of shuffiings-denials of matter not 
essential, but admittedly true, that in itself rears a 
monument of discredit. 

Could the whole be put back a couple of centuries, 
Pascal would have found excellent subject for his bitter 
and witty pen, and have devoted a provincial letter to 
' Mon Cher et tres Reverend Pere Gladstone.' 

From whatever side we look at the Kilmainham 
Treaty, it seems to be associated with denial, deceit, 
and.reserve. We have to look at its last Protean shape. 
A person whose word and credit are in issue is always 
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eager for full investigation, if his conscience be clear. 
If it be the reverse, he resorts to denial and shifts. 
A chairman of a company, charged by his shareholders 
with manipulating the balance-sheet, would in the first 
case offer his books for impartial inspection. But if 
he declared he would allow of no inspection until the 
term 'doctoring,' or 'manipulating' was withdrawn ; 
that the inspection should proceed on the assumption 
that there had been simply an ' arrangement of the 
figures/ or a ' simple matter of account ;' if he had first 
'challenged' an inspection, then refused to allow the 
books to be looked at, on the ground that it would in
terrupt the business of the bank, and then declared that 
he had never given such a 'challenge,'-apart from the 
merits of the question, it would be felt that this chairman 
was guilty and afraid to trust his case to examination. 

Now, here is what took place in reference to mere 
inquiries as to the Kilmainham Treaty : 

MR. GLADSTONE : But the noble lord, with a per 
verse ingenuity, has without the smallest necessity 
or pretext brought into his speech to-night two of the 
most offensive charges I have ever known to have been 
made in the House of Commons. In the first place, 
he says that what he chooses to call the Kilmainham 
Treaty was a most disgraceful transaction. There was 
no Kilmainham Treaty. (Derisive laughter, answered 
by cheers from the Ministerial benches.) I challenge 
Mr. Yorke, who scoffs at me with that burst of laughter 
after the assertion I have seriously made, to move for an 
inquiry to see whether there was a Kilmainham Treaty. 
(Ministerial cheers.) Let him move for an inquiry. 

MR. YORKE : Will the right hon. gentleman give me 
a day 1 
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MR. ~LADSTONE : I will agree to that inquiry, with
out granting any day. As I have answered the hon. 
gentleman's question, and he has evaded answering 
mine-( cries of ' No,' and Mr. Yorke-' What ques
tion ?')-most certainly. He said : ' Do I understand 
that the right hon. gentleman will grant me a day if 
I move r I said I would agree to that inquiry. The 
hon. gentleman flinches from answering. 

MR. YORKE : I will move for it as an unopposed 
return. I will move for a Committee of this House. 

MR. GLADSTONE: I will not oppose it. Frame your 
motion, and pledge yourself by that motion to prove 
the existence of that Tr~aty. (Cheers). Now, sir, I 
aver there is no such Treaty. (Opposition cries of 
' Oh !' and Ministerial cheers.) And I say that those 
who make these allegations without proof, instead 
of fastening disgraceful transactions upon their oppo
nents, bring the disgrace upon themselves. (Loud 
Ministerial cheers.) 

Next let us see what followed; after an interval. 

MR. GLADSTONE: H e says that I earnestly invited 
him to engage in this inquiry (' Hear, hear,' from the 
Opposition.) I di<l nothing of the kind. (Cries of 
'Oh, oh !' from the Opposition.) I pointed out that if 
he chose to interrupt me by such an extraordinary 
manifestation as he thought proper to make individu
ally when I asserted there was no Kilmainham Treaty, 
as indicated by the noble lord, then it was his duty to 
take some other step. That was the nature of the in
vitation I gave him. (Ministerial cheers.) It ap
peared to me that if his view was as then indicated, 
he ought to have moved for it six months ago. 

MR. J. LOWTHER: Do I understand the right hon. gen-
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tleman to state that it is not the case that he directly 
challenged my hon. friend to move for an inquiry? 

MR. GLADSTONE: I have correctly and accurately re
cited what happened, and that I don't call an earnr:s t 
invitation. It was pointing out what, if he chose to adopt 
such a line as he took, I thought was the action it wclS his 
duty to take. 

It is melancholy to read such an exhibition of 
casuistry on a trivial point I But is it not the irresist
ible conclusion, that the mind that could qnibble in 
such fashion in a subsidiary matter would bring the same 
casuistry to bea,r on the main q_iiestion? But this was 
not all. There was to be quite a wealth of casui tical 
ingenuity developed in baffiing the inquiries. The 
question now stood : A challenge given had been 
accepted, and was now denied. The denial was allowed 
to pass, and the challenge given denovo, Would the ar
rangement c01nmonly called' The Kilmainham Treaty' 
be suffered to be investigated? 

Now arose a new plea--the matter of title, or 
description-another fruitful topic of quibbling shelter. 
Yet, if our Great and Grand Old Man in discussion 
with a Roman Catholic were to find himself met with 
the plea that no objection would be answered or argu
ment tolerated, unless the' Reformation' were described 
as an' arrangement,' or a're-formation,' or, as 'so called,' 
-how scathing and scornful he would be in his reply ; 
and reasonably so. The answer to this amended 
description took a Protean shape, and becomes be
wildering from the finesse of the description. 

MR. GLADSTONE : It is not possible for me to agree 
to any terms such as those proposed by the hon. member 
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who speaks of the arrangement of what he terms the 
Kilmainham Treaty. It looks as if those words were 
put into the motion forthe purpose of getting it opposed. 

MR. YORKE naturally answered : The right hon. 
gentleman himself had referred to the arrangement 
after it had been called the Kilmainham Treaty. 

MR. GLADSTONE: I have never recognised what is 
called ' the Kilmainham Treaty,' further than as it has 
been called by the hon. member and those with him; 
but that is no reason whyit should be taken into a motion 
to be brought before this House. 

Yet, a moment before, he had actually objected to 
its being so called by the Opposition members. There 
were only the two ways of referring to the obnoxious 
transaction: eitber as what it was in the sense of the 
accusers, or in the sense of the accused. A prisoner 
might as well object to be tried, because he was 
charged with ' stealing,' on the ground that he could 
not admit that description. No wonder the irrepres
sible free-lance, Lord R. Churchill, wished to know if Mr. 
Gladstone wouid consent to any formal motion, and if 
so, what sort of form or motion, 'for the inquiry which 
he challenged last night, and which he severely de
nounced his hon. friend for endeavouring to shrink 
from, and which it appears he himself is now anxious 
to back out of.' 

MR. GLADSTONE : Until the noble lord removes from 
that question the concluding words of it, I decline io 
answer it. 

Here, again, another form of expression must be 
adopted. An apology or disclaimer of offence was 
made, when our Proteus had another shift ready. 
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MR. GLADSTONE : It would be very unwise on my part 
to attempt to frame a form of words for the hon. gentle
man. What I referred to last night was the conduct 
ef the Government with respect to the arrangement de
signated by the noble lord as a most disgraceful trans
action. I conclude that there is no difficulty in framing 
a form of words sufficiently indicative of that subject, 
but at the same time without any assumption which we 
cannot accept. 

MR. J. LOWTHER asked whether the right hon. 
gentleman would take care that the motion of his 
hon. friend had a chance of being brought on before 
half-past twelve? 

MR. GLADSTONE: I adhere to the letter and spirit of 
what I said last night. I cannot say what I may do 
with contingencies that have not arisen respecting an 
amended form of motion and opposition which possibly 
mcty not be offered to the motion, when amended. I 
must really ask to have the motion put in its final form 
before I decide what course to take. 

This ' opposition' referred to his own party, who, 
by an ingenious device, now that their chief was at 
bay, were to interpose and not allow him to enter on 
the subject! This cue was actively taken up by the 
Radical papers and Radical following. The chief was 
willing, but the following would not have him subjected 
to the indignity of being questioned. This, again, was 
a new turn. 

In all this, would not a Crown Prosecutor assume 
guilt? But, indeed, there was no end to the devices 
employed to baffie the inquiry, attended by a cynical 
disregard of a11 that is straightforward. Thus, when 
the time for moving the adjournment came, some 

1-3 
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members took care to talk out an opportunity that was 
favourable. Accused of not having checked this, the 
Premier affected to have no'-control, as they were 'in
dependent members.' They were, but were also 
devoted followers. · 

.An amusing episode was the following: Asked for 
the dozenth time, would he give facilities-

MR. GLADSTONE: I have nothing to say in reply to 
the latter part of the question, beyond what I have 
already stated. 

MR. LowTHER : Does the right hon. gentleman pro
pose to give any facilities for the motion at all 1 

MR. GLADSTONE : I have nothing to add to the 
answer which I have already given. 

Thus, having ' answered nothing,' he has 'nothing 
to add to the nothing he had already answered.' No 
wonder Mr. Lowther said ' that is no answer at all.' 

'We know nothing of those ages which knew 
nothing,' said a foolish critic of the Middle Ages. 
But in such quiddities do your Professors of Hair
Splitting land themselves. 

Yet, how profitless it all was! Actually, by his own 
new Rule, and in spite of all the fencing and reser
vation and refinements, the accuser helped himself to 
a day, and to an opportunity. 

Coming now, therefore, to the transaction itself, so 
carefully guarded from the light of inquiry, it must 
be said we approach it with the gravest suspicion. 
The case may be stated almost in a sentence. Three 
persons-members of Parliament-, suffering imprison
ment for treasonable practices, are released. This step 
took place after communication between an agent of 
the Government and an agent of the prisoners; 
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after a consideration offered by the prisoners' agent, 
laid before members of the Cabinet, and rejected by 
the Government agent-who resigns sooner than have 
part in the business. In preparatory letters and con
versations, the terms offered to secure release are men
tioned and debated : some things are 'asked from us,' 
some things ' offered;' within a few days the release 
takes place, and the terms mentioned are carried out 
on both sides. 

Now, hear Mr. Gladstone, on November 24th, last: 
' On the 2nd May, I declared that the hon. member 
for Cork, and two other gentlemen confined with him, 
had been liberated without any negotiation, promise, or 
engagement whatever. Most true that I did say so, 
and most true was the statement I made.' 

On the telease itself, his original denial ran: 
' There was no negotiation, promise, or engagement 

whatsoever with the suspects. I repeat, that there 
never was the slightest 'understanding of any kind 
between her Majesty's Governm·ent and the hon. 
member for the city of Cork. The hon. niember for 
the city of Cork has asked nothing and got nothing 

frorn us, and we, on our side, asked nothing and got 
nothing frorn hirrn.' 

It will be seen that here is superadded, ' never was 
the slightest iinclerstanding,' even, with the prisoners! 

But, oh that we had Pascal to deal with this amaz
ing casuist! One hardly knows where to begin. If we 
look for light, we can only turn to other transactions 
as ambiguous and casuistical. Fortunately, there is a 
case in his record almost analogous. Mr. Errington, 
it was made 'matter of charge,' had gone to Rome, 
with a commission from Lord Granville to Cardinal 
J acobini, with a view of smoothing matters in Ireland. 
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In answer, Mr. Gladstone said, ' There has been no 
negotiation with Mr. Errington, no proposal made, no 
request tendered to him, and no appointment.' So 
categorical and satisfactory a reply to reassure the Pro
testant mind there could not be. Errington may have 
gone to Rome, and said things to the Cardinal, but it 
was of his own motion. He was a stranger to us. 
We could not help these meddling agents. 

After this, will it be credited that it turned out that 
Mr. Errington, prior to his departure for Rome, had 
been closeted with her Majesty's Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, who (1) had desired him to explain the 
condition of Ireland to the Pope; (2) had given him a 
letter or letters, describing his quality as 'recommended 
agent' of the English Government ; (3) and un
doubtedly charged him with the duty of· explaining 
matters to the Pope's secretary ! The latter, it seems, 
wrote in reply, and in the same spirit, and expressed 
himself willing to confer with the recommended agent. 
There was a charge of the agent's expenses being paid, 
but this was put aside with such shifts, that it seems 
highly probable they were so discharged. Yet there 
was 'no negotiation,' 'no appointment,' 'no request to 
M1r.E.' 

If we are to imagine such an instance in private life 
-in the case of a gentleman of our acquaintance-we 
should never believe a word he said. But how valu
able as a test applied to 'the Kilmainham Treaty,' as 
we shall take leave to call it! It sheds a flood of light. 
For the denial is just as categorical-' no negotiation, 
promise, or engagement whatever, not the slightest 
understanding.' Since Falstaff and '.his men in buck
ram there has been nothing like it. 

But with this lamp in our hands let us follow the 
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steps of the transaction so justly described as ' dis
graceful.' It is disgraceful to ' compound a felony ;' 
not only disgraceful, but an offence against the law. 
It is disgraceful to enter into arrangements, bargains, 
'understandings,' or even, as Mr. Gladstone puts it, 
his 'reason for saying there was no negotiation was, 
that because while we welcomed all information cis to the 
intentions of the hon. member for Cork-and I maintain 
it was our duty to welcome information with regard to 
the in~entions, not only of the member for Cork, but 
of every man confined on our responsibility ; that it 
was our duty to catch at anything in the nature of a 
submission on their part, which would enable us to 
open the prison.door -nothing whatever passed from 
us to the hon. member for Cork.' 

Now, this 'welcoming information with regard to 
intentions' of persons under grave charges is deliciously 
casuistical, and really shows a mind diseased by quib
bling. Imagine the commander of a besieging force 
declaring that he had not negotiated for a surrender, but 
that 'he had merely welcomed information as to the in
tentions of the besieging general, and then let him go.' 

It is further ' disgraceful ' to repudiate your agent ; 
act on, while you deny, the conditions; conceal and 
mystify, and refuse inquiry. 

But let us begin at the beginning, and the facts 
shall speak for themselves. When, in May, Mr. Par
nell was temporari.ly released for that mysterious 
funeral which he did not attend ; and was allowed 
to remain at large without attending, he met his 
friend and recommended agent, Captain O'Shea, 
to whom he mentioned, as a desirabie thing 
for pacifying the country, that a measure for remit
ting arrears-the Arrears Bill-should be brought 
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m. 'Will you not,' he was asked by his friend, 'if 
the arrears be granted, use your immense personal 
influence in the preservation of order r 'Most 'Un

doubtedly,' was his reply. Here was the point pro
posed, implying release. He was to aid the Govern
ment in preserving order, and his price was the 
Arrears Bill. Mr. O'Shea at once, thus commissioned, 
did what ~ Put . himself in communication with Mr. 
Gladstone! and on April 13th forwarded Parnell's 
proposal to the Prime Minister, who, on April 15th, 
replied with alacrity : 

'DEAR Srn,-I have this day received your letter of 
the 13th, and I will communicate with Mr. Forster 
on the important and varied matter whicli it contciins. 
I will not now enter into any portion of the matter, 
but · will simply say that no apology is required either 
as to the length or freedom of your letter. . . . . . 
I think you assume the existence of a spirit with which 
we can all sympathize, whether we have any agreement 
cts to the means for the attainment of the end in view, 
or not. Assuredly no resentment, or personal preju
dice, or false shame, or other impediment extrcmeous to 
the matter itself, should prevent the Government from 
treading whatever path may safely lead to the pacifi
cation of Ireland.' 

Whether we are 'to have any agreement(!) as to the 
means,' 'the 1mportant and varied matter,' 'no impedi
ment.' 

Yet mark, 'not the slightest understanding,' 'no 
negotiation,' 'no asking of anything,' nor getting any
thing. 

But this is only the beginning. The Prime 
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Minister having been thus favourable, the Captain 
next applied to a most important member of the 
Cabinet-the Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain. This 
statesman-the soul of the Caucus-was inclined to 
welcome the overture; but the terms offered did not 
appear to him sufficient. Characteristically, he threw 
out that a promise to 'pacify Ireland' was well enough, 
but there must be a.n addition to the same offered for 
release, viz., some Parliamentary support or aid to the 
Government. The letter is too good not to be given 

in full: 

'MY DEAR Srn,- 1 am recilly much obliged to you 
for your letter, and especially for the copy of your 
important and interesting communication to Mr. Glad
stone. I am not in a posi tion to write you fully on 
the subject, but I think I may say that there is nothing 
in your proposal which does not deserve consideration. 
I entirely concur in your view, that it is the duty of 
Government to lose no opportunity to acquaint itself 
with reference to opinion in Ireland, and to welcome 
siiggestion and criticisrn, from whatever quarter it may 
corne, provided Irishmen aTe desirous for good govern
ment, and have not a blind hatred of all government 
whatever. One thing is certain-that if .the Govern
ment and the Liberal party generally are bound to 
show greater consideration than hitherto for Irish 
opinion, the Irish party must, on the other hand, ·pay 
some attention to public opinion in England and Scot
land. Since the present Government have been in office 
they have not had the slightest assistance in this direction. 
On the contrary, some Irish members have acted as if 
their object was to embitter and prejudice English 
opm10n. I fail to see how Irishmen can profit by 
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such a policy ; and I shall reJOice if ultimately a 
more conciliatory spirit is manifested on both sides of 
the House.' 

Mark: ' No negotiation ;' 'not the slightest under
standing,' etc. 

In another passage, the worthy Chamberlain dwelt 
on this view more pointedly, declaring that it would 
take very little to get up a sort of' Irish baiting' in the 
great towns of England, so unpopular was that nation. 
This, we may suppose, was hinted, with a view to 
stimulate the negotiation. 

Next came Mr. Forster, with whom our Captain 
had several interviews, and whom Mr. Gladstone had 
prepared. He was certainly the first 'to throw cold 
water ' on the matter. He was not inclined for the 
release, but his terms were straightforward enough
an engagement to obey the laws. He disdained to 
ask them to aid Government in keeping the peace. 
If they were to be released, let a new Bill, with 
stronger powers, be passed. This was the answer he 
was prepared to give to a question of Mr. Cowen's in 
the House; but, he tells us, 'I saw the Prime 
Minister, and he did not approve of my giving that 
answer.' In consequence, he answered the question 
himsel£ 

O'Shea, the agent, did not approve either, and says
in agreement, no doubt, with the Premier-that he had 
talked over this proposed ' foolish answer' with Mr. 
Forster, and which he was fortunately not 'allowed to 
give;' which the agent was glad of, as it would have 
blasted the negotiations. 

All, however, that Mr. Forster would do was to 
give facilities for visiting Kilmainham clandestinely 
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or 'unostentatiously.' How significant is every touch 
in the sketch of the ' no negotiation and no under
standing I' He also tells us that he had little to do 
with the matter; which one can imagine, as he was 
not hearty in the disreputable business. 'For,' he 
says, the agent's communications, 'however, were to a 
greate1· extent with the Pri11ie Minister, and a conversa
tion with the President of the Board of Trade.' 

O'Shea, having got on so satisfactorily, now reported 
progress to his principal, who had by this time re
turned to gaol. A confidential letter was written by 
Parnell 'to be shown to one person only.' No doubt, 
to the principal on the other side. In this conversa
tion of five hours an additional clause in the treaty 
was proposed-the withdrawal of the 'No Rent mani
festo'; on which the prisoner declared 'it would not 
be further circulated '- virtually accepting. And, 
indeed, the Captain added that there would be no 
difficulty, as 'it was practically withdrawn.' 

The conversation was general, and, strange to say, 
the Captain is careful to insist there was not a word 
about release. It would be pleasant, certainly, to find 
these patriots so disinterestedly engaged : the Captain 
flying from Cabinet Minister to Cabinet Minister, 
negotiating simply for the good of his country, per
sistently withdrawing the ' No Rent' decree, inviting 
the people to follow the law, and all for no considera
tion ! But the Captain surely means that on this 
occasion, improbable as it seems, there was no refe
rence to his friend being ' let out.' All he had seen 
and heard in London showed that gratitude, at least, 
would work. 

The letter was to the effect that there was an abso
lute necessity for amending the Land Act by remit-
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ting arrears, bringing leases within its scope, and 
other engagements. If this were done, he had ' every 
confidence that by this and his colleagues' exertions, 
much would be effected in stopping outrages.' And it 
closed with this tempting bait : 

' It 'would, I feel sure, enable 'US to co-operate cor
dially for the fitture with the Liberal party inforward
iug Liberal business.' Of which important clause in 
the treaty more presently. 

It was at once placed in the hands of Mr. Glad
stone's agent, Mr. Forster. It contained, with other 
proposals, this formal tender of political aid. This 
was clear]y an answer to 'Joe' Chamberlain's rough 
' Caucus' hint that fine words 'buttered' nothing, and 
would not help Government in the House. Poor 
Patriot Parnell was pining for his freedom, not un
naturally; the little whiff of liberty he had enjoyed 
at the no-funeral made him long for more. 

O'Shea waited on Forster in Eccleston Square, who, 
in surly distrust of the whole business, carefully noted 
down every word that passed: 

'After telling me he had been from eleven to five 
o' c]ock with Parnell yesterday, O'Shea gave me his 
letter, saying that he hoped it would be a satisfactory 
expression of union with the Liberal party. After 
carefully reading it, I said to him, "Is that all, do you 
think, that Parnell would be inclined to say?" Hr:, 
(O'Shea) said, " What niore do you want? Doubtless 
I could supplement it.'' I said, " It comes to this
that upon our doing certctin things he would help us to 
prevent outrages," or words to that effect. He again 
said, "How can I supplement it ?"-referring, I im
agined, to other measures with regard . to land reform. 
I did not feel justified in giving him my own opinion, 
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which might be interpreted to be that of the Cabinet, 
so I said I had better show the letter to Mr. Gladstone 
and one or two others. He said, " If these words won't 
do, I must get others." And then he used these re
markable words, "The conspiracy which has been used 
to get up Boycotting and outrages will now be used t.o 
put them down," and that there would be union in the 
Liberal party. And, as an illustration of how the first 
of these results was to be obtained, he said that Parnell 
hoped to make use of a certain person and get him 
back from abroad, as he would be able to help him to 
put down conspiracy or agitation-I am not sure which 
word wat:i used-as he knew all its details in the West.' 
I added, for the information of my colleagues : 'This 
last statement is quite true-this man-' (I will give 
his name if required. It is Sheridan)-' is a released 
suspect, against whom we have fqr some time had a 
fresh warrant, and who under disguises has hitherto 
eluded the police, coming backwards and forwards from 
Egan to the outrage-mongers in the West. I did not 
feel myself sufficiently niaster of the sitiiation to let him 
see what I thought of this conference ; but I again 
told him that I could not do more at present than tell 
others what he had told me.' 

The Government agent, it will be seen, thought too 
little was offered; the other was even eager to advance 
on them. A memorandum of the whole was laid 
before each member of the Cabinet. And yet we find 
the Prime Minister, with incredible, unblushing auda
city, vociferating 'no understanding, no negotiation, 
nothing offered,' etc. 

Next, O'Shea waited on Chamberlain, with his 
letter, and gave him a copy. This is what ' Joe ' 
reports on the suppressed passage : 
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'I did not suggest to him that he should withdraw 
any sentence whatever in a letter not written by him, 
but by another person; but it is true that he did, in 
conversation with me, after he had sent the original 
letter to my friend the late Chief Secretary, and when 
he was giving me a copy of that letter, say that he 
thought there was one sentence which might give rise 
to misapprehension, and which he would wish to with
draw. I must say that I did not pay very much 
attention to that statement, because I could not see 
what au.thority he had to withdraw any part of the 
letter. No doubt he was on very intimate terms of 
friendship with Mr. Parnell, and I suppose he con
sidered he had authority to make alterations in a 
letter written by his friend; but, as I have said, I did 
not consider the matter of sufficient importance, and I 
did not mention it to my colleagues.' 

Of course. The President of the Board of Trade 
thought the ' forwarding of Liberal business' to be 
the substantial part of the whole. Of course he did 
not, as a business man, consider the withdrawal of any 
value ; and he adds, he did not 'mention it to his 
colleagues.' Now, why, if it was so important a 
condition? Because it was only to be withdrawn from 
the record, but the offer was to stand. Again, no 
negotiation. Shade of Talleyrand ! Why, there has 
been no political negotiation so full of incidents, dis
cussions and finessings ! 

In justice to Captain O'Shea's sagacity, it must be 
said, he felt that it was indiscreet in his friend having 
thus put in writing his offer to serve the oppressive 
Government that had imprisoned him. And his 
withdrawal of the passage might almost have war-
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ranted his subsequent suppression of it, when reading 
it aloud in the House of Commons. In fact, he very 
forcibly said as much-that it might be 'misunderstood 
as a bid for release.' But it slipped out. 

Well! everything having been thus proposed, de
bated, with offers increased, etc., what remained for 
the Government. that had 'no arrangement, no ne
gotiation,' etc., and would disdain such a thing? Why, 
of course, to do as Forster did-state their view. They 
would naturally say to their prisoners, 'We cannot 
treat. Get your followers to abate these disorders
your free colleagues. Set an example. Invite the 
country to pacification. Then, when there are sensible 
signs of your repentance and good councils, we shall 
see : que 1J?ies;,ieurs les assassins c01nmencent.' But to 
the amazement of the public, within a few days the 
prison gates are opened, and the patriots walk forth . 
Could anything be more logical or consistent with a 
treaty 1 Any other result would have been absurd. 

Granting that negotiation was entered on at all, it 
was only a question of sufficient terms and guarantees. 
And one is bound to say, the consideration was a 
handsome one. Mr. Chamberlain had, at the begin
ning, really stated what the release was worth to the 
Government, viz., the political support of the Irish 
members. He, no doubt, thought it a little 'cool' that 
the prisoners should demand Arrears Bills, enlarge
ment of Land Act, etc., with their freedom, in return 
for some doubtful exhortations to peace. 

Parnell felt that he must yield this, and accordingly 
added: 

' It would, I feel sure, enable us to co-operate cor
dially for the future with the Liberal party in forwm·d
ing Liberal business.' 
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.And nothing more comprehensive or satisfactory 
could be asked. The poor prisoner offered all he had 
to give. So in old times did the repentant smuggler 
offer to' cordially co-operate' with the revenue officer for 
the future in 'forwarding preventive business.' So used 
Mr. Wild, the eminent thief-taker, to make 'arrange
ments,' or ' understandings,' with his prisoners. 

But still, and it must be repeated at the risk of 
wearying, there was 'no arrangement, no negotiation, 
no understanding,' that in return for such handsome 
support Parnell and his friends were to be released. 
Matchless, unpardonable effrontery ! Not even so 
impudent is the hardened pickpocket caught with his 
hand in a lady's pocket, and who says to the magis
trate: 'S'help me, your worship, she gave it to me!' 

Why, look to the words of Parnell's letter-' co
operate cordially for the future with the Liberal party 
in forwarding Liberal business !' 

Liberal business !-Sir W. Harcourt's Bills-Mr. 
Gladstone's measures-to be 'forwarded,' i.e., voted 
for, all in Kilmainham prison I And this meaning felt 
to be so obvious and fatal to the 'no arrangement' 
theory, that it is suppressed. Suppressed, too, it 
may be fairly presumed, not by foolish creatures that 
offered it, but by the more crafty negotiator on the 
other side. For, on the letter being laid before him, 
the wily old man saw that there was here all the 
awkwardness of a written bargain. So he wrote at 
once to Chamberlain, in these words : ' He '-that is 
Mr. Parnell-' then proceeds to throw in his indication 
or promise of future co-operation with the Liberal 
party. This is a proffer which we have no right to 
expect, and which I rather think we have no right at 
present to accept.' 
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'At present,' i.e. at this delicate stage. And, indeed, 
he almost seemed to think it was scarcely Rtrong 
enough, for he calls it, in his own odd jargon, 'throw
ing in an indication.' But, mark how it convicts 
him of full privity with the 'no arrangement !' As 
we have seen, the very words, 'fonvarding Liberal 
business,' imply presence in the House and release 
from prison. Further, not merely content with 
desiring the awkward passage to be erased from the 
record altogether, he performed the convenient feat of 
also erasing it from the tablet of his own memory, 
ordering his colleagues and henchmen to erase it also ! 
For when it was asked, when the letter was read out 
with the passage suppressed, why he or his men did 
not supply it, but sat silent, he says-' I have no right 
to speak for my colleagues, but I imagine it was quite 
impossible that they should have recollected the existence 
ef the sentence in Cl letter of that kind, and certainly, as 
I said before, when the letter was read, I had not the 
slightest idea that it had been sought to be withdrawn.' 
Again, Falstaff's account of his prowess was nothing to 
this. Mr. Forster, however, did not perform this feat 
with his memory. And 'Joe' Chamberlain certainly 
kept it in his mind. 

Five or six months after these events, we have our 
Grand OldMan-grandcertainlyin these sort of jugglers' 
tricks-still loudly asseverating that 'Parnell neither 
asked anything from us, nor from anyone authorized by 
us, on the subject of his own release or on any political 
measure we intended to introduce; nor did he learn 
anything from us, except what he might have gathered 
from the public journals, in common with all the 
woTld. I hold there was no negotiation, promise, or 
engagement whatsoever.' But while all these ~hings 
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were in the dark, and nothing had leaked out of the 
'no negotiations,' see how serenely and boldly he 
protests. And anything more ludicrously convicting, 
when read by the light of what escaped later, cannot 
be perceived. Then he says piteously, 'What are we to 
do ~ We knew the prisoners were in this good frame of 
mind. We must have either gone to Kilmainham and 
asked for an engagement, or else, having information 

, a8 to this view, we must have kept them in prison.' 
It would, of course, have been too shocking to have 
taken the first course. Yet again: 'He (Forster) sa.ys 
he would have required a public undertaking. Now, 
what does that mean 1 That means that we must have 
entered into an arrangement. That 1neans that we must 
have gone to the cell in which, ilnhappily, an hon. 
member was at that time confined, and should have 
said to him, " We are not going to take exception to 
what we understand to be your sentiments, but we 
are going to require of you that you shall make a 
public undertaking." We desired to trust ourselves 
freely-freely to the honour and spirit ofliberty, the un
restrained liberty, of the honourable gentleman and his 
friends.' But we must add to this noble and chivalrous 
confidence, of' trusting freely to the unrestrained liberty,' 
Joe Chamberlain's Birmingham view of having some
thing in 'black and white :' 

'The solution we had to arrive at was-was this a 
bona fide statem,ent that these gentlemen wo-uld be the 

friends ef law and order in Ireland ? We were bound 
to satisfy ourselves upon that subject as well as we 
could, and we did satisfy ourselves, rtnd we did desire 
to know from the meniber for Clare that it did not pass 
in rne1~e loose conversation, but that the member for 
Cork should distinctly mclke that statmnent, and he did 



25 

make it in the letter which he handed to the hon. 
member for Clare, and which was placed before 
us.' Something 'distinct' was asked for, and it was 
supplied. Here it was 'blurted out.' This is real 
' trusting freely to the unrestrained liberty.' But such 
is invariably the fate of those who entangle themselves 
in-well, let us call them sophistries. 

It was too terrible to think of going to the prison 
cell and getting engagements. Yet, as we have 
i:::een, these engagements were thus tendered for weeks, 
debated by the Cabinet, put in writing, added to and 
withdrawn, at the suggestion of Ministers. 

We now come to the second chapter of this discredit
able history. No sooner were these persons released, 
than strange rumours got abroad as to the fact of the 
secret bargain, and the Minister found himself pressed 
and baited with questions on the subject. The answer 
he gave was this; but at this time no one knew of' the 
letter,' or of the goings _backward and forward. Mr. 
Forster had resigned, it was known, in consequence of · 
this release. Mr. Gladstone replied to the effect that 
they had information ' tendered to them,' on the part of 
the prisoners, which amounted to a promise to with
draw the No Rent circular, and which thus 'justified 
and prompted the release.' The gloss thus put upon 
the matter was certainly unhandsome and disingenuous. 
Not a word of the 'protocol,' of Chamberlain's invita
tion to support Government, and the rest. The admis
sion of the release being ' prompted' by an offer from 
the prisoners is valuable, as connected with what we 
have seen, though not then revealed. He thus affected 
to say that the Ministers had not moved in the matter; 
it was the prisoners' own doing. In short, if there 
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was anything to be said or explained, ' I believe it 
would be far more dignified just to leave it to those 
gentlemen themselves to make their own declaration
and I think that we should wait such declaration 
being made to the House by the persons to whose 
conduct such declaration refers.' 

On this the prisoners indignantly rose to deny that 
they had made any such engagements. Later, Parnell, 
feeling that the Ministers had been 'playing booty' 
with him, rose to protest against the whole responsi
bility, and perhaps odium, being thrown upon him. 
He complained of its being represented that his release 
was part of the bargain. 

The Premier was 'prompted,' or felt he had gone too 
far, and that his game was not safe; so he was accord
ingly constrained to admit that the words, 'upon release,' 
might be taken to imply that he had engaged or cove
nanted to do something on release. 'The information 
I received was that he, Mr. Parnell, looked to effect a 
settlement ef the question of arrears on the basis of a gift.' 

That was all. Nothing about putting down out
rages; the getting 'Mr. Sheridan' to help; the en
largement of the Land Act ; the forwarding Liberal 
business; the meetings with Forster ; the letters ' to 
the members of his Cabinet ; the secret visits to 
Kilmainham. No; if a simple offer had been un
officially conveyed from Mr. Parnell to get his 'No 
Rent' circular withdrawn-with a request, in return, 
that the arrears should be forgiven-he was content to 
remain in his cell, 'forwarding Liberal business' there ! 
The Government then felt that they must not lag 
behind in generosity, and, in a spontaneous burst, 
released him. 

But the matter ·was not to rest there. The fact of 
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there being documentary evidence, a letter to the 
Premier, embodying the 'information' that prompted 
the release, had got out; and on May 15th-a memor
able day, when this treacherous barley-sugar house of 
deceit tumbled down, in disa trous collapse-our Great 
and Grand Old Man was pressed to produce it. Not 
he I Indeed, one could not expect him ; though he 
and his Cabinet had 'forgotten' that there was 
another damaging message about 'forwarding Liberal 
business.' He, of course, could give no lower reason 
than one with a fine moral ring. It would tend to 
' diminish the responsibility of the Government;' 'it 
would not fall under the rule;' 'it would be drawn into 
a precedent,' and other Tartuffe-like excuses. He did 
not say, however, on this occasion, that ' it would be 
far more dignified just to leave it to those gentlemen 
to make their own declarations,' etc. ; but, to his 
horror and consternation, they did ! Who will forget 
the scene when Mr. Parnell rose to read ont the letter? 
It was natural that he should do so, as otherwise grave 
suspicions would have attached to him. But he again 
was hoist on his own petard in the most delightful 
way. Never, indeed, was there such J

0

0urnee des dupes; 
for Forster quietly asked, 'Held he read the whole?' 
Then the damaging 'forwarding Liberal business' 
came out. Then Captain O'Shea told the whole story 
of his 'no negotiation' which we have been following. 
We may conceive the piquant effect of this full and 
detailed narrative, when contrasted with Mr. Glad
stone's simple and pastoral statement : ' What were 
we to do ? We had information.' 

The unmasked intriguers were at their wits' end as to 
what was to be done. But the King of Hair-splitters 
on other occasions, recalled for once Danton's l'audace, 
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de l' audace !' From that hour to this moment he 
fills the air with noisy denials of the whole. 'The.re 
was no treaty, no understanding, no arrangement.' 
Listen to this and be amazed, ye simple folk who know 
not how to extricate yourselves: 'The first question 
was whether any other members of the Government 
had communicated directly or indirectly with Mr. 
Parnell 1 I am not prepared to admit, as a matter ef 
words, that I did directly or indirectly communicate 
with Mr. Parnell.' What ! when two of his letters, 
written for you and at you, were brought to him by 
his agent! 'I now think it would be a more correct 
phrase to say, "received information;" but, passing by 
that as a mere verbal matter on which we may differ, 
I believe it was mentioned last night by the hon. 
member for Clare that he had one or more conver
sations-I know not whether written communications 
also-on the same subject-matter with the President 
of the Board of Trade, so far as my memory serves.' 

Alas! that such a nice, scrupulous regard for accuracy 
and candour, for not straining the service of your 
memory the breadth of a split hair, should not obtain 
in all the stages of this transaction ! 

And the fatal letter. Why was it all kept back 1 
Surely not from any fear of its being damaging. 
As there was ' no arrangement, no negotiation, no 
understanding even,' how c.ould it damage; but, as it 
was said on that fatal night, because it was against 
rule, it would tend to diminish the responsibility of 
Government 1 But the other day, when taunted by 
Lord Randolph Churchill about it, he pleaded nobler 
impulses-a kind of tender feeling about interfering 
with the rights of private persons, and that sensitive 
courtesy which should prevent one touching on the 
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liberty of others. It really remmas one of certain 
scenes in the 'Beggar's Opera.' Listen to this :-It 
might have occurred to the hon. gentleman whose 
standard of public morality is so high, and who has 
such a sense of the delicacy and courtesy that ought 
to govern the relations of members of this House, that 
possibly I might have declined to produce the letter 
of the hon. member for Cork from a vague i<lea that it 
was more proper that he should produce it himself, 
and that I should leave to the hon. member, with 
whom I had no communication, perfect liberty of 
judgment so far as I was concerned as to whether he 
would produce it.' 

How beautiful! 
But there is another letter from Mr. Gladstone 

himself to Forster, on this delicate subject, and which 
everyone is very curious to see, as it would throw such 
light on the matter. Here again real noble motives 
are interposed:-' I tell the noble lord fairly with regard 
to the question of producing that letter, the letter 
contains nothing that I should not be perfectly content 
to have read at Charing-cross; but the precedent of 
producing letters passing between one Cabinet Minister 
and another is a precedent which I am not willing to 
be responsible for establishing, unless it could be shown 
that there was some reason for supposing that the 
letter contained anything which was material to the 
case, and which would tend to bring home some charge 
against the Government.' In short, letters that' passed 
between one Cabinet Minister and another,' or between 
anyone at all (as in the other instance) and Cabinet 
Ministers, are not to be produced on high moral ground 
-if they contain inconvenient mcttter. 

Again another despemte point was this. There 
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was no treaty, he urged, because none of the con
ditions had been promised or engaged to. They were 
merely suggested or proposed. 

' He says that Mr. Parnell knew that the Govern
ment were going to release him. I call upon him to 
prove it. I deny it. He had no shred or tittle of 
knowledge about his release until he was released. 
What else did he know~ He knew there was to be 
legislation on the arrears in the sense he desired ? 
Again I meet Mr. Balfour with a flat denial. (Cheers.) 
Mr. Parnell knew nothing of the kind. The Govern
ment had decided nothing of the kind, and I affirm that 
when Mr. Parnell was released from prison he knew 
absolutely nothing of the intentions of the Government 
with respect to arrears, unless it was gathered from the 
speech made by me in the House of Commons-(loud 
cheers)-which expressly and absolutely reserved free
dom to the Government to judge and decide for itself 
between the two methods of proceeding as to arrears. 
\V ell, sir, so much for what the hon. gentleman, the 
member for Cork, knew on his side. Now, I come to 
what we know on our side. Not one bit. Because 
everything depends upon the reciprocal knowledge. 
Now, sir, what did we know~ The hon. gentleman 
says we knew there was to be peace in Ireland 
brought about through the hon. member for Cork. 
Sir, I would to God that I had known it I I certainly, 
if I had known it, would have gone a long way in con
sequence of it.' 

This sort of wretched quibbling can impose on no 
one. It was sheer desperation that prompted. The 
prisoner did not know he was to be released, and the 
Ministers did not promise to bring in their Arrears 
Bill. But these conditions were formulated and pro-
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posed, and carried out A man says, 'I will take your 
house, if you let me have it for £200.' Nothing may 
have been signed or sealed. But if we find the new 
tenant in possession, and the landlord shows a cheque 
for the year's rent, it may be assumed that the con
tract has been made. And here is the convincing 
proof of all-the Treaty has been carried out scrupu
lously. The Arrears Bill, insisted on in Kilmainham, 
has been carried. Efforts at pacifying the country 
have been made, for everyone has noticed the little 
share Mr. Parnell has since taken in agitation. He 
has scarcely been seen in Ireland, except on some 
formal occasions. He has certainly helped to 'forward 
Liberal business,' and stood by the Government on the 
really crucial division that settled the Cloture. Even 
Mr. Davitt talks with disdain of 'the patient policy ' 
he has pursued. The Treaty, therefore, as we have 
here seen, was negotiated and carried out, and the 
accused Grand Old Man shrieks, 'Where is it? Pro
duce the paper!' 

Such is the story of this shameful transaction
shameful in itself, shameful in the underhand mode in 
which it was carried out, and, :finally, most shameful in 
the complicated arts and mysteries used to hide it from 
the public. 

THE END. 
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" I think facts and figures speak for themselves; 
and if they do not, I cannot think there is any use 
in a Judge speaking. The Judge can only speak 
from the facts, and if the facts are not eloquent I 
do not think that any observations I should make 
would be of any avail."-Vide BARON DowsE's 
Charge to Grand Jury of the county Limerick . 

..Agrarian Outrages committed in Ireland which were reported to 
I nspector-General of Royal Irish Constabulary. 

1880. 1881. 

Total, 2,590 4,439 

.Agrarian Outrages for first Three Months 1880, 1881, 1882. 

-

I 
MoN'.rH. 1880. 1881. 1882. 

January, 114 I 448 479 

February, 97 170 407 

March, . 83 151 531 

1-~ 
----

Total, 294 141 '1 

These figures are taken from Returns presented to the 
House of Commons, 1882. 
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EXTRACTS FROM CHARGES 

OF 

HER MAJESTY'S JUDGES OF ASSIZE. 

LEIN STER. 

[LONGFORD, March 6th. J 

LoRD J usTICE DEASY, addressing the Grand Jury, 
said that-

" He was sorry to say that the condition of. their county 
did not seem to have improved since he was here last year. 
A good deal of business had to be done at these Assizes, and 
some of it of a very serious nature. The Police Report pre
sented to him since he came to the town showed that there 
were ninety-eight cases reported by the constabulary, as against 
seventy-five in the corresponding period of last year. Of these 
there were three cases of firing at the person, nine of arson, 
thirteen cases of injuries to property, five of forcible posses
sion, and six of stealing cattle. Of course that record only 
appeared in the Police Report, and in but a f ew of them wm·e 
the Crown able to bring evidence before theni." 
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[LOUTH, March 7th. J 
MR. JUSTICE LA wsoN, in his Charge to the Grand 

Jury, said-
" . . In looking over the Report I find there is a considerable 

increase, as might naturally be expected, in the number of a 
certain class of offences, committed with a view to preventing 
people from paying their rents. No persons have been made 
amenable for these offences." 

[WESTMEATH, March 8th.] 

MR. JUSTICE FITZGERALD, addressing the Grand . 

Jury, said-
" I have a report from the County Inspector, which 

gives a perfect view of the state of the county since the last 
Summer Assizes, and the list is by no means a gratifying one. 
As contrasted with the corresponding period of 1881, -it is 
exactly double-or rather not exactly, because the total num
ber of cases reported for the correspond-frig period of last year 
was forty-four, and they are for th,e pe1·iod we are dealing 

with eighty-six, so that they are very nearly double in num
ber, and they certainly are not at all of a lesser character. 
The list commences with the crime of murder. It is a case 
we all know of well, the murder of a young woman, a 
daughter of Mrs. Crohan. I can only characterize it as one 
of the most audacious murders that ever was carried out. 
Next on the list we have no less than twenty-five cases 
of threatening to murder, and on looking into these we find 
that they are no sham offences, but real threatening notices, 
threatening to murder. Then there are three cases of firing 
at the person, and sixteen cases of assembling with arms, 
seizures of arms, &c. In addition to the twenty-fl ve notices 
threatening to murder, there are twenty-eight cases of ordi-
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nary threatening letters. Then there are three cases well
established of firing into dwelling-houses, carrying out pre
vious threatening notices that had been served upon the 
parties. Well, all these-I do not deal with the case of 
murder-so far as I can judge from the report, have one ten
dency .and one direction, that is, to try and prevent parties by 
intimidation from meeting their engagements to pay their 
rents. Gentlemen, the enumeration of these cases is in itself 
enough to show that the condition of Westmeath is not satis
factory-nay, more, that for tlic p0riod with which we are 
dealing it has been and is in a most unsatisfactory condition. 
I thought I would be wrong to let it go to the public without 
calling attention to these facts-that we have but two cases to 
be disposed of by the grand jury. That is one of the most 
remarkable features in the case-it is a feature that leads one 
almost to despair of the future of the country. When I 
mention to you that there are eighty- six de.fined indictable 
o..ffences reported to the constabulary, and capable of being 
proved, it is remarkable that in only two small cases-one fo1· 
cattle-stealing and another for a petty larceny- has anyone 
been made amenable ; in other icords, that the're is no evidence 
available by the authorities to establish the guilt of any of those 
parties." 

[KILKENNY, March 10th.] 

MR. JUSTICE HARRISON, having noticed in detail 
the cases to be submitted to the consideration of the 
Grand Jury, said-

" He was glad to say that the county was not so much 
involved in crime as other counties, but, according to tlte 
County Inspector's report, fifty cases had occur1'ed since the 
last Assizes, and this was an increa8e on the previous year, the 
retitrn showing only thirty-nine cases. He was sorry to say 
that a few of these cases are sending letters threatening to 
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murder, whilst there were twenty-six cases of ordinary 
threatening-letter writing, and no individual had been made 
amenable in any case. Then there was the posting of 
threatening notices, and it appeared from the police report 
that they all were attributable to the state of society to which 
he had referred. Men were threatened or intimidated for 
paying their rents, or for giving the use of their cars or re
freshment to the police ; and this system of intimidation was 
greatly to be deplored, as the people who were the object of 
it could not have policemen always at their elbows to protect 
them. There were four cases in which dwelling-houses had 
been fired into, but fortunately no one was injured. There 
was one case of cattle mutilation, in which a cow had a large 
portion of its tail cut off." 

[KING'S CouNTY, March 10th.] 

CHIEF JUSTICE MORRIS, addressing the Grand 
Jury, said-

" I learn from the list furnished to me by the Crown 
Solicitor that bills in ten cases are to be submitted for your 
consideration. They consist of four cases of assault, three of 
larceny, one of posting a notice, one of arson, and one of 
firing at. S£nce the last Sitmrner Assize no less than 
one hundred and eighty-four serioits cases are reported to me 
on the list furnished to me by your County Inspector, a 
gentleman with whom I have been long and favourably 
acquainted. That list contains no less than eighty-three 
cases of threatening letters, ranging over every species of 
business that it is almost possible to conceive-threatening to 
murder, threats of violence, threats of various kinds connected 
with the various relations of life that must exist in a large 
and busy community. Gentlemen, sometimes persons of great 
courage-one of whom I do not profess to be, having merely 
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ordinary, fair courage-persons of great courage sometimes 
suggest that they do not mind threatening letters at all. Well, 
possibly, when these threatening letters are not seen to be ac
companied by any effects, a person may to a certain extent pos
sibly arrive at such a conclusion, but when I find that since the 
last Assize no less than seven persons have been fired at with, 
apparently, intent to murder, at various times and in various 
places-when two of the persons so fired at are members, if 
not of your grand jury, at least of other grand juries-when 
in four cases out of seven the person fired at was more or less 
wounded-in three cases they escaped altogether-when I 
add as a commentary upon these threatening letters that 
there have been forty-six cases of burning houses, four of hay 
and other property; that there have been various cases of 
other malicious injuries to property, and of firing into houses 
with intent to intimidate-when all these are remembered, I 
can only sum up this melancholy list by stating that it 
amounts to one hundred and eighty-four cases." 

[QuEEN's CouNTY, ~March 13.J 

MR. JUSTICE FITZGERALD, in addressing the Grand 
Jury, said-

" I have just been furnished with the Crown Solicitor's 
list of the cases to go before you. Those cases are about 
twenty in number, some of them of a serious character; but 
I have also, in addition to the Crown Solicitor's list, a report 
furnished by the County Inspector; and the first thing that 
strikes one on the face of that is that, while for the same 
period of last year as that we are now dectling with, the num-

ber of cases reported was twenty-one : there are now for the 

same period sixty-two; but we must not be alarmed at that 
very considemble increase, for twenty-six of that increase are 
to be attributed to the ordinary class of threatening notices-
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threatening parties if they paid their rent. 
On the whole, the report is not satisfactory-it 

indicates a condition of lawlessness and disorder, and a disre
gard for the laws relating to life and property, prevailing in 
this county, where I least expected it. I have not been here 
for the last eight years; but when I last visited this town, the 
Queen's County was remarkable for the peace and order that 
prevailed in it. Then there were two or 
three cases of threatening letters, of the worst character, to 
which he would recommend their special attention. They 
were all of that nature that went to the foundation of peace 
and order in society; and he was afraid that, if efforts were 
not made to put an end to this abominable system of posting 
notices threatening individuals, a grievous injury would be 
done to society." 

[KrLDARE, March 17th.] 

MR. JusTICE FITZGERALD addressed tho Grand 
Jury as follows : -

"As the grand inquest of the county, your duties as a 
criminal tribunal will be very light. Tlzere are only ten 
bills to be sent to you, none of them of any magnitude, and 
in only one case will you require any assistance from me ... 
. . But in addition to the Crown Solicitor's list, which is very 
satisfactory, I have a document before me which, though it 
contains some elements of a gratifying character, does not 
represent the state of this county, upon the whole, to be at 
all satisfactory. I refer to a summary taken from the elabo
rate report I have before me of the County Inspector, which 
gives officially and with authority a complete list of all out
rages reported to the constabulary on creditable evidence to 
have been committed since last Assizes. The number altoge
ther, and I arn sorry to say that I shall have to 1·efer to some in 
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detail, is one Jiund1·ed and twenty-five. For the correspondin[! 
JJeriod of last year tlie number was only eiglity-eigld, so you 
see there has been a very substantial increase-an increase 
which is largely, though not entirely, under the head of 
threatening notices. . There 
are four threats to murder-one man is threatened if he does 
not dismiss a herd, another if he lets land in a particular 
way; but the greatest number of these are threats in conse
quence of the payment of rent. They appear, as I said, to 
enter into every relation of life; and as long as that system 
continues it cannot be said of any county that it is in a satis
factory condition. It represents a great spirit of lawlessness 
and outrage, and an effort upon the part of a section of the 
community, of the lowest character, to take the government 
of the whole community into their hands. " 

MUNSTER. 

[CLARE, March 7th.] 

Mr. JusTICE BARRY, who presided in the Crown 
Court, addressing the Grand Jury, said-

" On that the first occasion on which he had the honour 
of presiding in that Court, he regretted indeed that he was 
very far from being in a position to offer them anything 
approaching congratulation on the condition of their county. 
It was impossible not to see that there extensively prevailed 
a spirit of insubordination and lawnessness, manifesting it
self in crime and outrage, which was deeply to be deplored. 
The labours of the grand jury would be indeed light at that 
Assizes. Under different circumstances that would be a source 
of congratulation; but at present, he regretted to say, it was 
rather the reverse, because, unfortunately, as he had heard 
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an eminent member of the Bar express it yesterday, thm·e leas 

no absence of crime, but there was an absence of criminals be£ng 
made amenable. The nitmber of cases 
reported by the police at the last .Assizes was one hundred and 
twenty-seven, but he regretted to say on the present occasion the 
number had reached tliree hundred and twenty-six. Now, of 
course they must do a little more than compare the two sets 
of figures merely, because the last Assize was held in July, and 
the one hundred and twenty-seven cases covered a period of 
four months, the previous Assizes having been held in March, 
whereas the present return covered the period from last sum
mer up to the present month of March, or eight months. Even 
supposing that offences were to increase in a direct ratio with 
the length of time over which they were spread, that would 
leave the number for the eight months at two hundred and 
fifty-four, whereas the number returned for the present Assizes 
was three hundred and fifty-six. They would perceive what a 
deplorable state of things that revealed. Looking at the class 
of crime in which the increase had taken place, he regretted 
to say that it seemed to him that the increase appeared to en
tirely consist of what was popularly known as agrarian cases, 
or of a class of offences which partook of an agrarian cha
racter, if the mode of the offence might not itself be con
sidered as entirely agrarian. Among those cases he found 
the crime of murder, and one case of murder had occurred 
within the last few days. It was a case where a party of 
men entered the house of a farmer named Moroney, placed 
a gun up to his thigh, and discharged the contents of the 
deadly weapon in such a manner as to shatter the leg. 
It was a terrible thing to conceive that such an outrage 
should be committed in any country professing to be civi
lized. 

" Then, among the other cases reported were returns of 
arson, malicious injuries, maiming cattle, and tendering un
lawful oaths; there were thirty-five cases of firing into dwel-
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lings, and one hundred and fifty-three cases of sending 
threatening letters and posting threatening notices through 
the county. It appeared to him that the system of posting 
threatening notices broadcast through the county was a system 
of enormous intimidation, and he did not know a more hei
nous offence than that. It was an offence to which the law 
assigned a very severe punishment, and it would be the duty 
of those who had the administration of the law to carry out 
those sentences. When oases of intimidation, which seemed 
to be the general description of various classes of crimes 
amounted to twenty-four, and there were also reported oases 
of demanding arms, boycotting, and obstruction of the high
way-all these offences showed a deplorable and unsatisfactory 
state of things. He himself was of a sanguine turn of mind, 
especially when his native county was concerned, and he 
could not believe that a better time was not in store; but it 
was impossible for him to address them (the jury) in any 
language of hopefulness or congratulation.'' 

[TIPPERARY, NORTH RIDING, March 7th.] 

LORD JUSTICE FITZ GIBBON, addressed the Grand 
Jury to the effect that the Crown book on the pre
sent occasion contained but six entries, and added-

" If the business to be disposed of could be 
regarded as a sufficient indication of the condition of the 
county, it would appear to be one of almost unbroken peace, 
one of unparalleled social security. Unfortunately, the 
returns which the County Inspector had laid before them 
presented a very different picture. He had no means of 
estimating the state of the county, but he compared this re
port, as it was his duty to compare it, with the past state of 
the county. His Lordship here enumerated the offences set 
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forth in the County Inspector's returns. There were one 
hundred and fifty-nine tliis Assizes, against seventy-five this 
time last year. The return contained a variety of offences, 
all of which indicated a bad state of the county." 

[TIPPERARY, SouTH RIDING, March 14th]. 

LORD JusTICE FITZ GIBBON, having referred to 
the increase of crime in the North Riding, pro
ceeded as follows-

"I am sorry to be obliged to call your attention to the 
Official Return which the constabulary have placed before 
me, showing the condition of the county as regards its 
general peace and order during the past few months. . . . . 
I deeply regret to say that in your South Riding, not only 
are the numbers larger, but the proportion also is greater. 
Against one hund1·ed and six specially 1·eported offences this time 
twel,vemonths, I now find upon the returns no less than two hun
dred and thirty, making for the county of Tipperary, over the 
period covered by those return~-v{z., from last Assizes, three 
hundred and eig!ity-nine cases rep01·ted, as against one hundred 
and eighty-one for the similar period of last year. Endeavour
ing to classify these offences, I find that the cases of u:ilful 
inJury to property, the wilful and malicious destruction of 
property, including wilful burnings, killing and maiming 
of cattle, and other wanton descriptions of destruction, the 
number of cases has risen from thirteen to forty-eight. 

The next class of offences I have 
to classify are those of intimidation by acts of violence. 
There are three cases of firing at the person with the 
intent to murder. There a large number of cases of break
ing into dwellings by night. There are other cases of the 
same sort, and the number is now sixty-tl1ree against tu·enty 
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tltis time t1celvemonths. Lastly, there are those cases of inti
midation by threats, threatening notices, threatening letters
the number has risen from thirty-fh;e to ninety. In these cases 
the 1wmber is two hundred and one, out of three lrnndred and 
thirty, the total rep01·ted cases on this list, as against one hun-
dred and six t!iis time twelveuionths. " 

In this county the following important Reso
lution was passed by the Grand Jury before sepa
rating:-

REso1~vEn-" That the Grand Jury wish to draw the 
attention of Her Majesty Government to the alarming in
crease of the so-called boycotting in the South Riding of the 
county Tipperary, whereby men of all classes are affected 
and obstructed in their legitimate business, isolated, and 
deprived of the very necessaries of life. The Grand Jury 
respectively suggest the necessity of making boycotting a 
malicious injury, giving the sufferer the usual claims for 
compensation, or stamping it out by such other measures 
as Her Majesty's Government may deem fit. They would 
further suggest that the cost of the extra police in disturbed 
districts should be placed on smaller areas than counties, and 
also that compensation be given for injury to the person." 

[LIMERICK, March 9th]. 

BARON DowsE, ~ddressing the Grand Jury, said-

"The number of bills to go before them on the present 
occasion would be very small, and with, perhaps, one or two 
exceptions, he did not think it necessary to give the many spe
cial directions with reference to them. . . . He wished that 
with the fifteen or sixteen bills to be disposed of the business 
of the Assizes would end, and, in point of fact, the business of 
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the Assizes would end with the consideration of those bills ; 
but he was sorry to say that the condition of the county of 
Limerick was very different from what any person would 
imagine by the very small list which was laid before him 
by the Crown Solicitor. He had laid before him the sum
mary of the criminal offences since the last Assizes up to the 
present time. Leaving out of consideration the Winter As
sizes altogether, he found that three hundred and fifteen criminal 
offences had been specially reported to the police. Tliat was 
worse tllan at that time twelvemonths, when the number of offences 
was two hundred and forty-four. 
He thought facts and figures spoke for themselves, and, if 
they did not, he could not think there was any use in a Judge 
speaking. The Judge could only speak from the facts; and 
if the facts were not eloquent, he did not think that any 
observations he would make would be of any avail. 

" . He found that while there were only 
twenty-seven cases of ordinary crime, the three hundred and 
fifteen consist of cases indicative of the present unhappy 
condition of the country, yet only sixty-five persons were 
charged ui"tli offences. He found 
from the County Inspector's report that out of the three 
hundred and fifteen cases there were two hundred and forty
six in which the offenders were not known, and that there 
were some three hundred persons who refused to give infor
mation to the police, or make any deposition. . 
The condition of the county of Limerick was very unsatis
factory as compared with last year, and last year it was very 
unsatisfactory also." 
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[KERRY, March 15th.] 

MR. JUSTICE BARRY, addressing the Grand Jury, 
said-

" . Turning from the list of the Crown 
Solicitor, which, I regret to say, generally speaking through
out the country, conveys but a slight idea of the real condi
tion of affairs-turning from that to the return of your active 
and intelligent County Inspector, I see before me a very for
midable document indeed. 

. I regret to tell you that it discloses a total of three 
hundred and seventy-nine offences, stated to be of an indict
ablo oharaoter, as having occurred in the county since the last 

. Assizes; and when we look at the list of which that number 
is composed, we find that class which is indicative of a dis
turbed, a lawless, and disorganized condition of the country. 
I fin murder, letters threatening to murder, firing at the 
person, wounding, and stabbing, arson, injury to cattle, raids 
on houses, taking arms, and all that class of cases with which, 
unfortunately, we are in the history of this country too fami
liar." 

[CORK, March 20th.] 

BARON DowsE, addressing the Grand Jury, 
said-

" The number of bills to go before you at the present 
Assizes is very considerable. The bills will not be consider
able in point of numbers, but the offences are, many of them, 
of a very serious and aggravated description. The 
bills amount to fifty-two in number, and are conversant with 
every sort of crime, and even with the ordinary sort of crime 
in a large county like Cork. I wish my duty ended there, 

B 
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and that I was able to say that that comprised the bulk of the 
crime to be disposed of since the last Assizes. I have two 
reports before me-one by the County Inspector for the East 
Riding, and the other by the County Inspector for the West 
Riding-and I find that since the Summer Assizes for 1881-
and we are now on the Spring Assizes of 1882-in the East 
Riding of Cork no less than three hundred and seventy-five 
qf!ences were committed that were specially reported to the 
constabulary, and which are also described as indictable 
offences-that is, offences generally disposed of before a jury 
at Assizes or at Quarter Sessions. Those offences are almost 
of every sort and description known to the criminal law. 
Unfortunately out of the large number of three hundred and 
seventy-five indictable offences committed since the Summer 
Assizes, six are such as could be considered as ordinary crimes. 
Now, just to give you an idea of what those crimes are, I 
may say that they include forty-five cases of threatening to 
murder, thirty-two cases of arson and wilful burnings, and 
two cases of murder. 

" I now come to the West Riding of county Cork, and I 
find that iri the West Riding there is a remarkable circum
stance-namely, ~hat the number of offences committed since 
last Summm· Assises is three hundred and seventy-two, 
within three of the entire number of offences said to have 
been committed in the other district of the county, and they 
are very much of the same class of offences-one hundred 
and eight of threatening notices; twenty-seven assaults upon 
dwelling-houses; seizing arms and levying contributions, 
thirty, and thirty-five letters threatening to murder. 

I do not think that any person listening to 
me here can face those figures with any other heart than a 
sad one. I pray that a time may come when those who 
succeed me, or perhaps myself, if it is my duty to come here 
again, may be able to congratulate you on the state of the 
county. I, however, am now only able to do the re".'erse." 
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CONNAUGHT. 

[LEITRIM, March 7th. J 
THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE, proceeding to address 

the Grand Jury, said-

"Mr. Foreman and gentlemen of the grand jury, the 
cases that will go before you are not numerous, nor are they, 
in themselves, of a serious character. At the same time I re
gret that I cannot conscientiously offer you my unreserved 
congratulations on the condition of your county, for there is 
evidence w be found botli on the calendar and on the reports 
submitted to me, tdat sec1'et societies exist, and illegal com
binations are in force, to detm· men, by f ear and by te1·ror, 

f rom the discharge of tlieir honest obligations." 

[SLIGO, Mareh 10th.] 

JuDGE ORMSBY, addressing the Grand Jury, 

said-

"Their duties would be light, as tlim·e we1·e only fourteen 
cases to go before them, one of which was of a serious charac
ter-a case of homicide. There were several cases of riot, 
two oases of perjury, and some oases of assault of the ordi
nary character. 

"The calendar did not unfortunately represent the actual 
condition of the country. He found, upon looking over the 
Constabulary Returns, that since the last Assizes there was 
an increase in the number of outrages, compared with the 
same period last year. .At the last .Assizes ninety-seven was 
the number of outrages reported, wlzereas it was tliis year one 
hundred and thirty-eight." 

B2 
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[RoscoMMON, March 16th.] 

The LORD CHIEF JusTICE, addressing the Grand 
Jury, said-

" The cases which come before you are not numerous, nor 
are they of a serious character ... Now, gentlemen, although 
the calendar of crime to come before you is neither numerous 
nor serious, I am sorry to say that to suppose it indicates at all 
the state of this country, or rather of this county, would be an 
entirely fallacious view of the case. It appears from, the official 
r·eturns u1iich c01ne before me, that at the Assizes this time 
last year the number of crimes reported was only thirty, whm·eas 
at this Assizes, for the correspondin {] pm·iod, the number of 
crimes which are reported is eig !ity-four. Amongst these 
there is one horrible case of murder. An unfortunate · 
man called Brennan, sitting at his fire at night, was shot 
dead by a shot coming from the outside of the house. And 
what was his offence? It was that his brother was supposed 
to have paid his rent. I do not think that anything can be 
more frightfully horrible than that a quiet, respectable man, 
sitting at his fire at night, should be shot dead because his 
brother was supposed to have paid his rent. It indicates a 
state of feeling which cannot be too strongly deprecated. 
Another man was fired at and wounded on a Sunday, and 
what was his offence? It was that he had been collecting 
seed-rate. He was in the legal discharge of his duty collect
ing seed-rate, and therefore he was to be assassinated. Facts 
like these speak for themselves. What must be the state of 
feeling among the lower orders when two men are to be 
assassinated for reasons such as those ? Well, in addition, 
there is a fearful return of midnight assaults on dwelling
houses, and of intimidation, because this person or that person 
had attempted to pay his rent, or had supplied some person 
with provisions. Then there are an enormous number of 
threat~ning letters of a similar character, and there are a 



( 21 

vast number of cases of burning property-stacks of corn and 
hay, &c. How are these accounted for? Simply that per
sons were supposed to have done some act, perfectly innocent 
and perfectly legal, but unpalatable to others who were asso
ciated together for the purpose of preventing persons from 
acting as they were legally entitled to do. There are a vast 
number of other cases-midnight assaults on houses, armed 
parties at night dragging persons out of their beds and en
deavouring to administer unlawful oaths for the purpose of 
preventing them from exercising their lawful rights. As I 
said, the number of cases of that kind in this county amounts 
to eighty-four, and the most melancholy part of the case is 
the utter impossibility of obtaining evidence to bring the 
perpetrators to justice. The calendar that comes before you 
is of a very trifling description, but the returns that come 
before me are of a very serious and alarming character. Tlie 
fewness of the cases to come before you show the extent of 
the evil, and p1·esent a strong indication of an unsound and 

disorganfr,,ed state of society. These are the very grievous 
statements that I feel it my duty to make to you. It·is nut 
for me to suggest a remedy, but this I do say, that a remedy 
of some kind must be found ; for if crime of this kind is to be 
perpetrated with impunity it will spread rapidly, and the end 
will be that these counties in the South and West of Ireland 
will become uninhabitable. ·we have the good fortune, 
gentlemen, to live under a free Constitution, but it is idle 
to say that it is a subject for congratulation that our liberties 
are free from oppression from above if we are to be subject 
to tyrannical oppression from below. I trust, gentlemen, 
that remedies will be found by which these crying evils may 
be put a stop to. It is not for me to suggest what those 
remedies should be. It is for those who rule this country 
and are responsible for the administration of affairs to dis
cover and administe1· tlie remedy for a state of tliing.s which 

i's a disgrace to any civilized commimity." 
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[MAYO, March 18tlz. J 
In this county the Grand Jury adopted the fol

lowing Resolution:-

"That we request the attention of Her Majesty's Govern
ment to the necessity of taking measures for the restoration 
and permanent maintenance of law and order in Ireland, and 
strongly recommend for this object the re-enactment, as a 
portion of the permanent law of the country, of the provi
sions of the Peace Preservation Act, as they existed before 
the Act was weakened at its last renewal." " The power 
given to grand juries to present for compensation for murder 
and maiming, to be raised off those districts which they 
believe to be most rightly charged therefor, and the levying 
of the cost of special police stations off small districts in 
which crime and outrage are prevalent, instead of charging 
whole baronies, nine-tenths of which may be peaceable and 
orderly, have been proved by experience to be most effective 
in repressing crime, and we believe that they would be equally 
successful in the future ." 

[GALWAY, March 27th.] 

THE Lo RD CHIEF JUSTICE, in his Charge to the 
Grand Jury, commenting on the Constabulary 
Returns, said-

" Some cases of murder, of a cruel and 
cowardly character, had also been committed in this county. 
In one case an old man who had acted as a herd was taken 
out of his bed at night, and was in the most cruel way put to 
death. This old man's son was also taken out and murdered; 
and it was supposed that these men were murdered simply 
because they acted as herds, and because, perhaps, some 
people in the neighbourhood had been deprived of pasture. 
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Some policemen had also been shot, one in the open street, 
and one near the police barracks, simply because they had 
been energetic in the discharge of their duty. This was a 
state of things which it was shocking to contemplate, and one 
of the worst features in connexion with crime of this cha
racter was the impossibility almost of its detection. Out of 
360 cases presented on these reports only 30 cases were 1'eturned 
for trial. It was lamentable that such a state of things 
should exist." 

ULSTER. 

The following extracts from the Judges' Charges 
to the Grand Juries of Cavan and Derry-counties 
respectively situate in the southern and northern 
extremities of Ulster, prove that in this hitherto 
peaceful province crime is on the increase. 

[CAVAN, March 11th.] 

BARON FrTz GERALD, in his Charge to the Grand 
Jury, said that-

" The number of specially reported crimes in t!te 
Constabulary Returns since last Assizes was one hundred and 
fifty-eiglit. That number, as contrasted uith the returns at a 
similar period of last year, showed a considerable increase
the numbers then were one hundred and twenty-five. One of 
the most unpleasant things connected with this return was 
that a number of persons, the offenders in about one hun
dred cases, had not been made amenable ; and amongst the 
cases in which the persons had not been made amenable 
were some which indicated a lawless condition of the county. 

" 
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[DERRY, March 23rd. J 

BARON FITZGERALD, addressing the Grand Jury, 
said-

"The number of distinct cases in which bills are to be 
sent before you is twenty-five. . . . The return of speci
ally reported crimes by the constabulary includes forty-nine 
cases. That number, an increase I am sorry to say, com
pared with the c01·responding period of last year, is very 
considerable, because it is the number of forty- nine com
pared with fifteen-a very considerable difference. When I 
tell you that in more than one-half of these forty-nine no 
person has been arrested or made amenable, and that there 
are thirteen of which the character is always doubtful-that 
is, of threatening letters-that the great majority of the 
others, in which no person has been made amenable, are 
cases of malicious destruction of property-you will not be 
surprised ; but it is unsatisfactory as to the state of the 
county so far, and more particularly as some of them appear 
to be connected with an agitation with which this country 
has for some time been troubled, and which we all deplore." 



IRELAND SINCE THE ASSIZES. 

"The condition of Ireland shows signs of improvement." 
-QUEEN'S SPEECH, Februa1·y 7, 1882. 

" The present condition of things is a disgrace to any 
civilized community."-THE CHIEF JusTICE OF IRELAND at 
RoscoMMON, March 16, 1882. 

The following is a list of some of the outrages which 
have occurred in Ireland during the last month, as reported 
in the Dublin Evening Mail of March 18 and April 8 :-

MARCH 

" 

" 

" 

13.-The house of a farmer named O'Connell broken into. 
O'Connell himself shot and badly wounded: his 
wife and daughter dragged out of bed and clubbed 
with the butt end of a gun. 

A party of armed men who were about to enter the 
house of a farmer suspected of having paid his 
rent, come upon by the police near Patrickswell, 

Limerick. 
Written notices extensively posted through Ennis, 

calling on the people to " boycott" the establish
ment of a grocer on account of his grazing his 
stock on land from which another had been 

evicted. 
The house of a land bailiff named Kennedy, situate at 

Viewmount, close to the Crusheen Police Station, 
visited by a party of four men with blackened faces 
and armed with revolvers. His son was taken 
outside, 'and after being threatened, five or six 
shots were fired over his head, when the party 

decamped. 
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MARCH 13.-Two shots fired into the dwelling-house of a man 
named Flynn, residing near Mondeligo, county 
Waterford. 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

The house of Timothy Callaghan, at Ballygarvan, 
county Cork, attacked by a party of men; the 
windows and doors broken in with stones, and the 
whole place wrecked. 

14.- The house of Widow M'Hugh, at Crosna, near Boyle, 
visited by two men, armed with revolvers, who 
placed her on her knees, fired two shots over her 
head, and battered her head with a spade. 

Seventeen men entered the house of John Ward, a 
tenant farmer, at Cattan, county Leitrim, two of 
whom struck him on the head with their guns, 
while a third inflicted a severe wound with a blow 
of a pistol. 

Widow Creegan, living in the same place, also TI.sited, 
and forced to swear that she would take her son 
away from his master's employment. 

Edward Kennedy dragged out of his bed at Crusheen, 
and marched to an old house some yards distant, 
where he was put on his knees and fired at, but 
not seriously hurt. 

A farmer named Costello dragged out of his house at 
Listowel, shot, and seriously wounded. 

Notices posted at Newport threatening anyone who 
pays his rent with " powder and ball." 

All the labourers of Dr. Armitage, near Cashel, inti
midated not to work for him. 

15.-The house of Mr. Daniel, J.P., five miles from 
Athlone, fired into. This is the second attempt on 
Mr. Daniel's life. 

The engine-driver of a goods train on its way from 
Buttevant to Mallow fired at. 

Two men entered the house of a farmer named Speer
ing, residing near Adare·, and forcibly took there
from a double-barrelled gun. 
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15.-Two men named Cassidy savagely beaten when re
turning from :Mohill, for having paid their rent. 

Shots fired into the house of Patrick King, near 
Boyle, and threatening notices posted on his door, 
because he nominated Colonel King-Harman as a 

poor-law guardian. 
Three ploughs maliciously smashed on the lands of 

Margue, Castlebellingham. 
16.-Mr. Carter, J.P., shot at his own gateway, near Bel

mullet, and dangerously wounded. 
A herd's house, near Kells, visited; the herd himself 

fired at and wounded, and his sister also mal-

treated. 
At Rathmore, Kerry, a caretaker named Leary dragged 

out of his house and shot in the legs. 
An evicted tenant in the same neighbourhood rein

stated, and made swear that he would hold forcible 

possession. 
A farmer named Molony, at Kilfenora, county Clare, 

attacked by a party of Moonlighters, who fired 

shots at the hous~. 
Four shots fired into the house of Mr. Richard Mer-

rick, of Lisheen. 
17.-Party of :Moonlighters visited a farmer who had paid 

his rent, near Nenagh, and extracted several of 

his teeth. 
A no-rent manifesto, signed by ''Captain :Moonlight," 

posted on the gate of a clergyman at Kilrea, 
warning tenants who paid their rents that they 
would be visited by "Rory." 

A cart of flax, the property of a boycotted farmer, 
destroyed in Cavan market. 

N oticesposted in the neighbourhood of Boyle, threaten
ing with death any person who failed to vote for 
the Land League candidates at the poor-law 

elections. 
18.-Boycotting notices posted in Ennis, forbidding any 

further dealings with certain landlords in the 

district. 
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18.-Michael Loftus, a railway carrier who had given dis
pleasure in his neighbourhood by carrying goods 
for " the authorities," forced to publish a printed 
recantation. 

A man .named Cregan brought before the Mohill 
magistrates, charged with having fired into the 
house of a farmer named Ward. 

Six revolver shots fired at the police and military at 
an eviction at Drumbeg·, near Boyle. 

20.-Sub-Inspector Doherty and Miss Conry fired at, at 
Tubbercurry, and both severely wounded. 

Mr. Crawford shot, on his way to church with his 
family, at Clonmellon, and very seriously injured. 

Gibbons, a servant of Lord Ardilaun's, mu1·dered 
near Cl on bur. 

The mother of the murdered man brutally beaten by 
he1· son's murderers. 

Peter Andrews, murdered in Tighe-street, Dublin. 
erious riot at Dunmanway. Police obliged to charge · 

the mob. 

Farmer O'Brien's house, at Fedamore, county Lime
rick, fired into. 

A horse, the property of Denis Ryan, near Kilonan, 
in the same county, maliciously maimed. 

A quantity of hay and straw, and some out-offices, 
belonging to a farmer named Kaye, at Bally bunion, 
set on fire and consumed. 

A large crowd of men and girls, armed with sticks 
and forks, proceeded to the residence of an old 
woman who prosecuted some parties for attacking 
her house at Drumkeen, but were met by a police 
patrol. 

No-rent notice extensively placarded through the 
townland of Geashill, Lord Digby's property. 

The farm-house and out-offices on a farm at Knockane, 
about five miles from Mallow, from which the 
tenant was evicted, completely burnt down. 

21.-Attempt made to blow up a house in Nelson-street, 
Dublin, in which some police detectives lived. 
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22.-Band of Moonlighters visited a number of farmers at 
Boyle. 

Three men arrested at Ballincollig on a charge of at
tacking the house of the sexton of the church. 

22.-The mail car between Limerick and Tulla attacked 
by armed men, and the driver beaten. 

Sub-constable Godkin seriously injured from a blow 
of a bottle at Shinrone. 

Several constables injured in an affray at Roscrea. 
Twelve head of cattle driven into the Shannon. 
At Carrickbeg, Edmond Power charged with firing at 

a man of the same name. 
23.-Joseph Doroney, a farmer near Golden, fired at and 

wounded in the leg. 
The house of a farmer near Frankford attacked, and 

the roof set fire to. 
Another house in the same locality visited by Moon

lighters. 
John Shanley, a farmer near Meelick, dragged out of 

bed, and half roasted before a fire. 
A large quantity of hay and straw burned at Bally

bunion. 
The same at Tarbert. 
A man named Donohoe put under a rule of bail for 

twelve months for posting a boycotting notice. 
A horse, the property of Miss Kelly, Old Longford, 

stabbed with a pitchfork. 
24.-Band of Moonlighters visited the house of tenant far

mers in the neighbourhood of Boyle. 
Boycotting notices extensively posted in Carrick-on

Shannon. 
25.-A Moonlight gang surprised by the police whilst 

attacking the house of Jeremiah Ryan, at Drom
bane. One of the gang shot and seriously wounded. 

Military riots in Galway. 
The houses of several persons who failed to support 

the "popular" candidate as poor-law guardian 
in the Skull Union fired into. 
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MARCH 27.-John Keane shot in a railway carriage, near Tralee, 
during a row in which a set was made on Lord 
Ventry's gamekeeper. 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

" 

A party of Moonlighters fired several shots into the 
house of a farmer named Donohoe, at Ballylong
ford. 

The Rev. Thomas Feehan, Roman Catholic Curate, 
sent to jail for six months by magistrates at Rath
downey, for exciting discontent in the minds of 
Her Majesty's subjects. 

Mr. John Ross Mahon's house at Ahascragh, county 
Galway, partially destroyed by an explosion of 
dynamite. 

An explosive shell thrown into the House of Henry 
Lucas, at Letterkenny. 

A farmer's stable, between Mallow and Cork, burned 
down, and a horse and cow burned with it. 

Th postmaster at Broomkeen severely beaten by a 
number of disguised men. 

Thirty sheep, the property of Mr. Mulhall, Conserva
tive, stolen, to revenge his success at the poor
la w elections. 

28.-J oseph M'Mahon IDurde1·ed in a public house in 
Dorset-street, Dublin. 

Two men arrested on a charge of having fired into a 
farmer's house at Newtown, county Kilkenny. 

Shots fired into the residence of a tenant farmer on 
Judge Flanagan's estate at Kilmihil. 

A farm-house on Mr. Den. Keatinge's property, at 
W oodsgift: burned to the ground. 

Five men arrested for illegal drilling at Ballyshannon. 
29.-In:flammatory placards, threatening members of Par

liament who supported the Cloture, posted in 
Dublin, Longford, Limerick, &c. 

Near Clonislie, Queen's County, Michael Kane was 
struck on the head by a man named Conry, and 
<lied shortly afterwards. 

A body of men paid a visit to Templederry (North 
Tipperary) in search of fire-arms. 
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29.-A. farmer named Patrick Hallassey shot in the shoul
der by an armed party, who attacked his house 
near Kenmare. 

A. farm-house burned down in Millstreet, on the pro
perty of Mr. Massey, near Macroom. 

Near Athlone, shots fired into the house of a farmer 
named Dounican, who had paid his rent. 

30.-Patrick Duggan, a farmer at Rathmore, shot in the 
legs. 

A. shot fired into the house of a car-driver at Cloghan. 
A. fox-covert on Lord Gormanstown's property fired 

in twelve places. 
31.-Mr. Arthur Herbert murdered on his way home 

from Castleisland Petty Sessions. 
A. plough and gate of a small landlord near Kilkelly 

smashed to atoms. 
1.-John Doherty, a farmer, shot and seriou ly wounded 

near Carrigalere, Leitrim. 
Bridget Glenn.or, while driving home in a donkey 

cart to Cooksborough, attacked by two men with 
blackened faces. Three shots were fired, one 
wounding the donkey. 

A. party of Moonlighters, armed and disguised, attacked 
the houses of two farmers at Cappa. 

A. raid made on a gamekeeper's lodge at Edenderry, 
and some arms and ammunition carried off by the 
Moonlighters. 

3.-Mrs. Henry Smythe murdered while returning from 
Collinstown Church with her brother-in-law, 
Mr. Barlow Smythe. 

A. farmer's house at Castlebar fired into, and the wife 
of the farmer se-verely wounded. 

Limerick Police-station attempted to be blown up 
with dynamite. 

The house of a farmer residing between Scanlan and 
Kiltoher attacked, and the farmer's cattle maimed. 

Farmer Moore, at Moher, visited by an armed party, 
fired at but missed, and his dog killed. 
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3.-A land bailiff at .Boher threatened, and ordered not to 
take a farm from Mr. Gabbett, M.P. 

4.-Mr. Johnstone Parke fired at near Bunninadden. 
5.-A large quantity of ammunition seized by the police 

in Berkeley-street, Dublin. 
The anniversary of the murder of Constable Armstrong 

celebrated at Boy le. 
6.-Mr. Dominick O'Donnell fired at near Erris. 

John Sullivan, a farmer, unmercifully beaten at Mallow, 
and his skull fractured. 

The Members for Donegal threatened with ''Leitrim's 
Ghost." 

Riot in Tipperary on seizure of cattle by sheriff. 
7 .-Mr. Hunt, Protestant curate of New Ross, attacked 

by a mob whilst reading the burial service over a 
Norwegian sailor. 

Placards posted in and about Boyle, threatening with 
death any farmer who '. sends his cattle to graze 
on a farm of more than seventy acres. 

Two Moonlighters arrested while attacking a house at 
Ballydehob. 

The out-offices of Denis Lane, a farmer, near Castle
island, burned down. 

8.-A considerable quantity of arms and ammunition 
seized by police in Halston-street, Dublin. 
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THE O!PITUL!TION OF THE GOVERNMENT. 
SPEECH 

OF THE 

Rt. Hon. E. GIBSON, Q.C., M.P., 
In the Hmtse of Com1nons, ]!Jay 4th, 1882. 

Mr. GrnsoN: When on Tuesday':' the Prime Minister made his 
statement to the House, I think everyone followed it with the 
deepest interest, and it must have been present to the mind of that 
great statesman himself that each word that he uttered developed 
a.ncl increased to an acute degree the interest of the House. (Hear, 
hear.) It was obvious that a great and serious decision had been 
.arrived at, aml equally obviou. that that grave and momentous 
decision was made known to the House casually, uddenly, without 
notice, and without any sign which could indicate that it had 
received the deliberation which its importancereq_uired. No reasons 
wern offered, and no explanations were tendered. I do not intend 
in connection with a grnat question like this to indulge in mere 
personal charges. The matter is far too important for that. But 
I think it i~ to be regretted that on an occasion of such gravity the 
Prime Minister should not have thought it his duty to make a state
ment of a more complete character. (Hear, hear.) When that 
regret was very temperately indicated by my right hon. friend near 
me, we were met in a way that was simply unworthy. We were 
told, "vV c give you no grounds, but if you are dissatisfied say so,. 
-and we will vote you down." (Hear, hear.) That was hardly the 
way to deal with a fair, reasonable, and thoroughly justifiable ques
tion on an occasion so important. I think also that it was not 
necessary for a statesman, holding the high position of the Prime 
Minister, to say that it was no new policy which was being intrn
duced, and that it was in harmony with the old lines. Such 
expressions as those are simply non::iense. (Cheers.) When the 
G overnment cannot get their Lord-Lieutenant+ to stay in office, and 
.cannot induce their Chief Secretary J to be re ponsible for their 
.actions, surely it is rather idle to say that they are proceeding in 
harmony with their preceding conduct. We have more knowledge 
to-night, but I am not sme that the increase of knowledge which 
we have received will lead to an increase of confidence. Speaking 
for myself, I am bound to say that a discussion more calculated to 
intensify the interest and increase the anxiety of the country has 
never been heard in Parliament. (Hear, hear.) The right hon. 
gentleman tho member for Bradford, t as I must now call him, speak-

*May 2n<l. t End Cowper. t Mr. r..>:·ster. 

, 
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ing with the greatest moderation, and with all the weight of his high 
character, and a long political life, made use of words which, if they 
do not bring conviction to men's minds, must surely cause every man 
in this House who is not heedless or thoughtless to reflect gravely 
on the state of affairs. When I heard the speech of the right 
hon. gentleman, and when I heard the three alternative propositions 
which he submitted to his colleagues, with whom he had obviously 
desired to remain-when he formulated those three propositions, by 
the acceptance of any one of which he would have been induced to 
remain in the Cabinet, my feeling was one of immense astonishment 
that in a crisis so grave the Ministry could not see their way to the 
acceptance of any one of them. (Hear, hear.) It looked as if the 
Government, coiite que cof1.te, were determined with their eyes shut 
to embark on a new policy, which might lead they knew not where, 
and for which they had no reason to offer either to their colleague 
or to the country. (Hear, hear.) The main proposal made by the 
right hon. gentleman the member for Bradford was that the present 
Coercion Act might well be allowed to come to an end, but that 
the period that would elapse before its expiration should be utilized 
in the enactment of other provisions which would so strengthen the 
general law of the country as to enable the change to take place 
safely and reasonably. That is a suggestion so temperate :md fair 
that it is inexplicable to me that it was not considered worthy of 
acceptance by the Government. Now, I ask on what information 
has the Government proceeded? (Hear, hear.) That is a question 
to which we ought to have an answer. (Hear, bear.) It was 
not upon the information of the Lord-Lieutenant, for he had 
given notice to quit. It was not on the information of the late 
Chief Secretary ; it was, in fact, in opposition to his opinion. His 
successor, whose appointment I do not criticise, knows necessarily 
nothing about the subject. If, then, the Prime Minister is unable 
to vouch his late Lord-Lieutenant, if he has acted again t the 
advice of his Chief Secretary, if he is unable to say that his law 
officers agree with him, if he is unable to state that the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland gives his sanction to this change, if he is 
unable to cite a single report or suggestion in suppo1·t of his 
action from anyone who has the means of obtaining the neces· 
sary knowledge, am I not entitled to demand upon what informa
tion have the Government proceeded in making this momentous 
change'? (Hear, hear.) I think it is to be regretted that in the 
speech of the Prime Minister on Tuesday he did not make himself 
understood more completely. He protested, I now think a little 
too much, in saying that there was no negotiation, or contract, or 
anything of the kind. I will not say there -n-as a contract or a 
covenant-to use the right hon. gentleman's words- but if there 
was not an understanding, I am at a loss to knoV1 what is the mean. 
ing of an understanding. (Cheers.) The right hon. gentleman 
knew that the hon. and gallant member for Clare was going to Kil
mainham wi.th the knowledge of the views and intentions of the 
Government. (Mr. Gladstone: No.) Perhaps I may be allowed 
to state my own proposition. I will take the words of the right 
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hon. gentleman, and then I must demand leave to draw my own 
inference. I must, for the purposes of argument, draw inferences 
from the words which will be before the country to-morrow in the 
three forms in which the Prime Minister gave them (hear, hear), 
because I notice that there is a most extraordina1·y development in 
the frankness of the right hon. gentleman. In the first place he 
stated, ''the information which led us to the conviction to which 
we recently gave effect." Nothing can be more interesting or bald 
than that. (Laughter.) Then the right hon. gentleman proceeds 
to the second development and says, "Then we were forced to the 
rational conviction "-the previous one was not characterised 
(laughter)-" that the three gentlemen in Kilmainham would find 
themselves in a condition to place themselves on the side of law, 
order, and individual freedom." Now, Sir, there we have a further 
development. The right hon. gentleman, if I may be permitted to 
say so, was, I think, hardly as happy as usual in his speech to
night, because, having made that second statement, there appeared 
a third branch of the Upas tree. (Laughter and cheers.) This 
further development threw full light on the question. The right 
hon. gentleman says " they had information that, were the Govern
ment proposalr,; of Tuesday carried out, these members would be 
willing to act as I have stated." (Mi .. GLADSTONE: I did not say 
that.) The moaning is as clear as crystal. (Cheers.) I took 
down the words which I have read, and it appears that the infor
mation was conveyed by the hon. and gallant emissary from this 
House to Kilmainham that the Government undertook the settle
ment of the arrears question on the basis of gift and compulsion. 

Mr. GLADSTONE: Nothing of the kind. (Cheers, counter-cheers, 
and cries of" Withdrnw" from the Ministerial benches.) 

Mr. GmsoN: I have said nothing personally offensive. I am 
dealing with statements which appeared to me to culminate in the 
particular statement to which I have referred. Of course, I am in 
the wroDg. (Cheers.) But now let us see the real meaning of this 
transaction. The Government have, by an emissary, recognised 
that they were willing to settle the arrears question on the basis 
of gift and compulsion. (Mr. GLADSTONE: Nothing of the sort.) 
And, on the other hand, the hon. gentlemen in Kilmainham 
seem to have conveyed, or it was understood that they con
veyed, in a very clear manner, that they thought that if some 
such thing were done there would be a better chance of law and 
order. The meaning of all this is that the hon. member for the 
city of Cork and his colleagues-I will not say made a contract, for 
everybody knows that was not the case-made it to be understood 
that if the proposals indicated were adopted it would lead to the 
lessening of outrage and to the smoothing of the course of-law and 
order. (Cheers.) I have now put my meaning on this transaction. 
It bas already obviously landed the Government in a series of 
misunderstandings. All I can say is that if the hon. members 
lately in Kilmainham were able to put a clearer meaning on the 
matter than I have given they are a great deal cleverer than I. 
As far as I can gather, the lucidity and clearness of the Prime 
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Minister's statement is such that we are unable to assign to it 
any definite meaning. (Laughter.) I venture to think that this 
action of the Government, which has led to this series of misunder
standings, bears a strong similarity to an arrangement which 
binds the Government and leaves the other parties free. (Hear, 
hear.) I should like to know whether the right hon. gentleman 
the late Chief Secretary for Ireland was cognizant of the proceedings. 
I should say, probably he was not, and cerlainly he did not approve 
of it. And, therefore, the Government seem throughout the whole 
business to have preferred acting on the casual and uncertain belief 
expressed by the hon. member for the city of Cork 'l!: as to what might 
happen if something were done in the matter of the arrear clauses 
rather than on the deliberate opinion of their own colleague, the 
then Chief Secretary for Ireland. (Cheers .) Now, Sir, every one 
in the House must be glad that the Go-rernment can see their way 
to the release of any people subjected to the great irksomeness of 
such confinement. I am sure there is not a single man in the 
country that would not be pleased if the Government, on their own 
responsibility and for satisfactory reasons, could feel that it might be 
safely done, to see every person in confinement released. There 
is no difference of opinion as to that. I can only say, 
notwithstanding the unworthy and petty charges made to night-I 
have never made such imputations-that the Conservatives hate 
coercion as everyone else does. B.ut the way the Government have 
acted in this measure-the methods they have pmsued-have been 
uch as to excite the gravest alarm, the mcrn:i.mum of anxiety, 

and to lead us, who have listened to every word and watched 
every step of the transaction closely, to believe that the Government 
have no policy, no purpose, and no courage. (Cheers.) If the 
Protection Act was neces ary last year, if it was necessary to con
fine three members of Parliament during the clotitre debate ~hear, 
hear), if the right hon. gentleman now says, as he said on Tuesday, 
that up to the very moment they changed their minds they 
were right, I should like to know when and where did it 
become wrong to proceed on their previous methods. The right 
hon. gentleman, whom I will not quote at length, on the 18th 
of August last year, in a discussion on the administration 
of the Coercion Acts, introduced by the hon. member for the city 
of Cork, used these remarkable arid clear words : " Our course 
is clear ; we must in no circumstances compromise the peace of' 
the country : we must do our best to confront 
the danger and to compress it, and we must make no terms 
of accommodation with those who defy or endeaYour to frus
trate the law." t Sir, that is an interesting sentence, read by 
the light of subsequent events; and though I would be the fast 
in the world to suggest any moral inconsistency in these words, 
it is obvious that it requires acuteness not to see that the present 
persons and occasions hardly :fit in. (Cheers.) Sir, I have listened 
with attention to everything that has been said. 'The right hon. 
gentleman's speeches, I am bound to say, have been characterised 

*Mr. Parnell. t Hansard, ,·ol. 265, pp. 297-8. 
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by a want of amplitude and detail that is almost .unique in the right 
hon. gentleman's oratory. He has certainly not given any lavish 
tatement of the causes which have led to this change, and he has 

given no statement of his reasons. The past administration of the 
Gornrnment must have been either right or wTong. If wrong, they 
mu t have been blundering for months. If right, did it become 
by a miracle wrong in a night? (Cheers.) The right hon. gentleman 
all ged three reasons. I do not want in the slightest degree to distort 
any words that he has said. He gave three reasons. He called them 
reasons. He said that the Government action would be conducive to 
the interests oflaw and order, and of the security of property. But that 
is a perversion of language. They are not reasons. That is only a 
prophecy. And bearing in mind what the right hon. gentleman the 
member for Bradford has said, one can hardly feel any great 
confidence in this particular prophecy of the Government, and there 
is nothing in their past career of prophets to make us accept their 
statement with absolute faith. (Cheers.) Taking that as their 
reason, have the Government stated or suggested how long this 
rea ·on has been in operation? Do they expect what ?-a short lull, 
or more than a short lull-it may be they will get it. ("Hear, 
hear," from Sir W. Harcourt.) The Home Socretary is easily 
pleased. (Loud cheers.) Well, I have to remind the right hon. 
gentleman that he has a chanco of a short lull. But what 
is the certain price to be paid for it ? What arc the weighty 
words of the right hon. gentleman the member for Bradford ? 
Why, that this is certain to lead to the weakening of the 
respect for law and to the enfeebling of its power. (Cheers.) 
The Home Secretary said, using a grand word, of this transaction, 
that it was an effort of the highest policy. It may be attended by 
immense and stupendous results. In that sense he may call it the 
highest policy. But when the right hon. gentleman went on to say, 
not thinking, I imagine, at the moment what was the effect of his 
words-if I may presume to say so-that it was done with a know
ledge of the circumstances, and having regard to the relation of the 
persons released to the state of the country, I ask him what circum
stances ? We have been told none. They have no apology to gi'1e 
us-not a name, or a report, or a suggestion. (Cheers.) I ask 
again, what circumstances have you stated ? You are unable to 
suggest one solitary circumstance or fact, except this, that you have 
determined, for some inscrutable reason of your own, to throw over 
your Chief Secretary. It appears to me that the Government have 
suddenly turned over a new leaf (Liberal cheers) ; and that that new 
leaf is to be the first page of the chapter of accidents. (Loud cheers.) 
It appears to me that they went o:::e side for a time and then went to 
the other, and the only analogy I can find for the Government policy 
is the modest and humble one of a ferry-boat. (Cheers.) Were we 
not entitled to a review of the period of the last few months, at all 
events to a clear statement of their principles and to some statement 
of their guarantees for the peace of the country ? As far as I can 
see, the Government proceeded on a sudden inspiration that it would 
be wrong to keep the suspects in prison without trial. That might 
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be a reason for organising some mode of trial, but not for letting 
them out and postponing their trial sine clie . Can you, if such 
be the reason of the Government, draw any distinction at all between 
the gentlemen who have been released and the remainder of the 
prisoners ? If the reason for their release was that you cannot keep 
men in prison without trial, are you not bound to release the re t? 
(Cheers.) I do not see, in the face of what the right hon. gentleman 
has said, how any logical distinction can be drawn. The Prime 
Minister spoke of the "demands of necessity, with regard to future 
legal provisions, for securing peace and tranquillity ; " the noble 
lord (Lord Hartington) went further, and said "the existing law 
was not sufficient to afford the police all the power they ought 
to possess for the suppression of crime." In the face of these 
admissions, I ask what is the reason for the delay in stating to 
the House these measures and in an early indication of them ? 
(Cheers.) The Government, in postponing that statement, lays 
itself open to the charge of making a promise to satisfy the 
loyal and postponing it to satisfy the disloyal. (Loud cheers.) 
There are measures which have been referred to as of extreme 
importance; the question of arrears has been described as one 
of the utmost moment as well as the Bright clauses of the Land 
Act. Surely the sooner some proposals are made the better. 
The Government may take either of two courses ; they may 
say, "We cannot at once pass these measures," but they cannot 
say, " We will postpone even a statement or indication of their 
provisions." At all events, I am entitled to assert this, that if they 
do so they will weaken the Administration and paralyze the arm of 
authority in maintaining the law. (Cheers.) But I ask the House 
whether, in speaking of these matters, the Prime Minister has ever 
said one word of sympathy to the loyal classes in Ireland (loud 
cheers) who have been placed in circumstances of such extreme 
difficulty, and who are struggling, some of them, to protect their 
lives, and all of them to protect their properties ? The question of 
the day is, How are you going to rule Ireland at the present 
moment? The Government have thrown down their present arms, 
while they tell us, at the same time, that, at some indefinite period, 
we may have to manufacture new ones. I ask, how are outrages to 
be lessened ? No answer. How is impunity for crime to be 
diminished? We are not told. How is the Queen's Government 
to be carried on? God only knows. Is terrorism lessening? 
The Prime Minister does not even suggest that. (Mr. Gladstone 
here pointed to Mr. Forster.) I am dealing with the Prime 
Minister now (cheers and laughter), and it is a strange commentary 
upon these proceedings that I should be referred to the late 
Chief Secretary. The Prime Minister himself does not venture to 
suggest that he rests his case upon a diminution of crime. 
The right hon. gentlemt.Ln said, on the 4th of April this year, 
"There is, on the whole, an aggravation, in some degree, in 
the character of the outrages committed. The gravest subject is 
the absence of evidence that the outrages in freland are not associated 
with some influence behind them higher than that which belongs 
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to those who commit the outrages." Has the right hon. gentle
man invoked the assistance of that superior influence ? 
l Cheers.) Sir, what is the character of this criminal 
agitation? It is disloyal to the backbone, and seeks for a 
separation between the two countries (cheers), and struggles to 
secure a disruption of this Empire. ("No, no," from the 
Irish members.) There is no disguise upon this question. The 
right hon. gentleman has made frequent concessions, and each con
cession is treated as an instalment, and is made the starting-point of 
a new agitation, whose goal is separation. I am thoroughly familiar 
with this question, and I know the writings of Mr. Devoy and Mr. 
Dn.vitt, men of courage, who plainly express their views. I know 
what the hon. member for the city of Cork, a man of great power 
of speech and clearness of expression, as well as of courage, said at 
Cincinnati on February 23, 1880. His words were:-

"When we have undermined English misgovernment, we have 
paved the way for freland to take her place among the nations of 
tho earth. And let us not forget that that is the ultimate goal at 
which all we Irishmen aim. None of us-whether we be in America 
or in Ireland, or wherever we may be-will be satisfied until we 
have destroyed the last link which keeps Ireland bound to 
England." 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland, my right hon. friend Mr. Law, in 
the course of his masterly statement at the State trials in Dublin, 
indicated that the farmer in all that movement was but a cat's-paw 
in the hands of the agitators. The Home Secretary, in his power
ful speeches last year on the Arms Act, demonstrated that this 
movement was Fenian.ism in a slightly varied form, and your 
new Lord-Lieutenant, ':' whom you have sent to govern Ireland in 
some new method, has pointed out in the House of Lords the intimate 
connection of this movement with rebellion and sedition. But the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland, the Home Secretary, and even the 
new Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, fade into insignificance as com
pared with the greatest authority of all, that of the right hon. 
gentleman opposite. The words of the right hon. gentleman used 
at Knowsley, on the 27th of October last, were most remarkable. 
Speaking of the agitators he said : " They wished to march 
through rapine to disintegration and dismemberment of the Empire, 
and, I am sorry to say, even to the placing of different parts of 
the Empire in direct hostility one with another." (Hear, hear.) 
These words are grave words. The authorities that I have re
fel'l'ed to have stated their opinions in a way as clear as possible, 
showing that you are dealing with a uisloyal agitation which 
cannot be satisfied, which regards every concession only as an 
instalment; and that is the agitation which you have dealt with as 
you are dealing! (Cheers.) And what i~ the crumb of comfort 
that the right hon. gentleman says he has got from the speech of 
the hon. member for New Rosst the other day, able, lucid, and 
moderate in its tone ? The closing words of that speech were a 
strong indication that the speaker and the party for whom he 

* Earl Spencer. t Mr. Redmend. 
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spoke would not be satisfied without a separation. ("No," from 
Irish members.) The hon. member's words were that if that Bill 
passed into law-the whole Bill and nothing but the Bill-it 
would do something towards bringing about the millennium, " when 
laws for Ireland would be made by Irishmen on Irish soil."* 
(Cheers.) Moreover, at this moment, there are warrants in existence 
for detaining men in custody for treasonable practices. I read in the 
Times that two arrests were made yesterday in the county of Cork 
for treason-felony. This indicates that the conspiracy is as strongly 
disloyal now as at any time during the last few years. It is worthy 
of note in regard to the papers distributed yesterday morning that 
the main strength and power of this agitation is not in Ireland 
at all. It draws its main force from a Press in America, 
from agents in America,t and it is fostered and supported by 
gold from America. And, as I have said before, I say again, that 
I believe that if the Government of the day, assuming that they 
had colU'age, had only to deal with the disaffection of Iri8hmen in 
Ireland, unhelped from America, they would find it but a small 
matter. (Cheers.) This is a political movement that acts by the 
socin.l discontent which it stimulates, and governs by the outrages 
which it sanctions. Am I not entitled to ask how do the Govern
ment propose to uggest to the country that they are coping with 
this disloyal movement by their new departure? Any man of 
intelligence must see-I do not now speak of the release of the 
suspects, it is the indication of the Government policy, their mode 
and method of action, the way in which they have dealt with the 
i·ight hon. gentleman and other matters-that they have strengthened 
the cause of disloyalty aud weakened the cause of loyalty. t (Cheers.) 
The Government say: "Our action hitherto has been a blunder, 
therefore we shall have no action in future ; our present position 
is nearly hopeless, therefore we shall trust everything in futlU'e to 
a hope; all our prophecies in the past have been falsified, there
fore we shall try one more on the chance of its proving true (a 
laugh); we have tried in vain to work upon the fears of the law
less and disloyal ; now we shall try the chance of appealing to their 
pity and their forbearance." (Cheers.) The Government deny 
that this is a new departure. I admit that it is not a new departure, 
because a new departure would require courage, resolution, and 
nerve. It is merely a development of an old departure-of feeble 
concession, of weakness, and of vacillation. (Cheers.) But the right 
hon. gentleman, if he remains in power, will some time or other 
arrive at a period when there is nothing to concede. Church funds 
will not last for ever ; there is a limit even to the property of Irish 
landlords ; even the most prolific parent will at some time or other 
arrive at a period when he has no children to throw to the wolves. 
(Cheers.) You must come to the end of this hand-to-mouth 

* l imes, April 27. 1882. 
t A full and most interesting account of this matter will be found in "The American 

Irish and their Influence on Irish Politics," by Philip Bagenal, published by C. Kegan 
Paul & Co. London. 1882. 1 Vol. 

t On Saturday the 6th of May, 1882, two days after this speech was delivered, Lord 
Frederick Cavendish, the new Chief Secretary, and Mr. Burke, the Under Secretary, were 
savagely murdered in the Phrenix Pa1·k, Dublin. 



11 

policy ; and at last you will have, sooner or later, to face the 
question of the disintegration of the Empire. You are now, 
as far as I can see, without clearly considering what you are doing, 
deserting outworks and trenches and parallels. You thought you 
had bought n. peace with part of the property of the landlords by 
your Land Act, and you have found that it was not a peace. 
Now you think by new concessions, and by more "becks and 
wreathed smiles," that you will win a.truce. Be it so; you have 
not got your peace and you may not get your truce ; but, ooner or 
later, whoever is responsible for the government of Ireland will have 
to face the alternative of cowardice or courage. (Loud cheers.) One of 
the gravestqu<;istions connected with this piteous policy of the Govern
ment is its effect in Ireland. Surely it is already known there that 
the Government intend by a novel proce. s to encourage an Execu
tive to suffer intentionally from creeping paralysis. The 
law in Ireland, God knows, is not strong enough for the constant 
tricks that are being played with it, nor is the Executive so potent 

.. that it can lightly run the risk of exposing itself to the charge of 
impotency. What bas been done bas been done, and you have 
only to read the press of Ireland to realise its effects. The disloyal 
are triumphant. The loyal are anxious . A discouragement which 
cannot be recalled has been the source of immense and painful 
anxiety to the loyal classes, who, through evil and good report, haYe 
adhered to the cause of law and order, ever true to their motto
" Faithful, though not favoured." (Cheers .) That class have 
never used the language of fear or cowardice, and they do not 
mean to use it in this crisis , trying as it is; but they appeal with 
confidence, as they are entitled, to the sense of freedom, justice, 
and cournge in this great nation. Ministers have chosen in this 
transaction to play the pious but humble part of waiters upon 
Providence. The speech of the Prime Minister, exceptionally 
cautious, indicates no policy, hut it clearly conveyed that he was 
ready to consider and reconsider everything, in the heaYen above, 
in the earth beneath, or in the water under the earth. The country is 
absolutely sick of uncertain promises and qualified refusals. This 
uncertainty of language feeds the criminal agitation that is sucking 
out the life-blood of the nation. (Cheers.) There is, fortu
nately, thank God, in Ireland what the Government cannot take 
away at present-much material prosperity ; them is a very con
siderable loyal class, and, besides that, all the great classes who 
have anything to lose are ready to support the Government in 
putting down terrorism-a circumstance entitled, at all events, to 
the consideration, if not the sympathy, of Parliament. They wish 
to support the Government; but no class, no matter how loyal
no class, no matter how much their material prosperity may depend 
upon it, can support the Govermnent unless the Government give 
them something to support. (Hear, hear.) Is the time come-will 
the time ever come-that the Government will take their stand upon 
anything? (Cheers.) Say, if you like, what you will give while 
you have the power ; but you are bound equally at once to make up 
your mind and boldly state what you will neyer grant in any con· 
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ceivable circumstances. I do not think it is fair and legitimate to 
be always suggesting that you may give, that you will give, that 
you possibly will not give at present, that you may give hereafter. 
If by strong words and resolute action the Government conveyed 
to the Irish peop]e that they could govern and would be obeyed 
-they have never yet tried that simple expedient-they would 
make a real advance to the maintenance of that law and order 
which are the first conditions of civilisation and the surest and 
strongest guarantees of freedom. I have never taken, and never 
shall take, gloomy views, or utter Cassandra expectations in reference 
to my country. I believe in the future of Ireland ; but it is im
possible, no matter how sanguine a man may be, not to regard that 
future with painful solicitude, when the Fir t Minister of the Crown 
proclaims in his place in Parliament that ~ : e governs by fitful changes, 
by startling SUI'prises; that his system is without method, and his 
policy is without stability. Ireland needs to be ruled with justice 
and with power, but I reluctantly say that the conduct of the 
Government has forced upon me the conviction that they have faileq 
to impress the frish people with the steadfastness of their justice 
or the invincibility of their power. (Loud cheers.) 



APPEN D IX. 

R ECE PTION OF THE NEWS IN IRELAND. 

E.vtracts from Speeches delivered in St. 1iiary's Hall, Be{f ast, on 
lriay 5tlt, at a ·;:.{ati01u1list Jieeting to cel,ebrate " The Land 

Leaf/Ile trittmph ." 

(From the Ulster Emminer of May Gth, 1882.) 

Rev. J . P. O'BoYLE, P.P., the chairman of tho meeting: We a ·k 
our~elves, what is the reason that compelled Mr. Gladstone to cap
size the unfortunate Forster ? (Groans.) What 
've want in this country is men who are prepared to go the whole 
hog with Michael Davitt, and who are not to be made afraic.1. 
( heers.) Those who have clone violence to us-the creatures of 
Mr. Forster, our solcli rs and police-are conquered. (Cheers.) 
Dublin Castle they may burn down at any time. It i a nest 
of vipers-a rot.ten foul atmosphere rises around it, and it would 
bo well for England ancl the empire if it were i·educed to ashes 
to-morrow. They mR.y do what they like with it. Wo arc here 
to-night to congratulate the suspects-the men who put their names 
to the No Rent manifesto-the men who are fast gaining the land 
for the people of Ireland and a Parliament of our own. (Cheers.) 

They were in the habit of having " Goel save 
the Queen " stuffed down their throats on many occasions, and ho 
thought they could not now do bettor than bring the proceedings to 
a close by singing " God save Ireland." (Loud cheer . ) 

l\Ir. C. J. DEMPSEY, late Land League candidate for county 
Londonderry: They had disarmed all opposition, and were now 
complete masters of the situation. He advised them to continue 
the present agitation, and if they only imitated that patience, 
courage, and determination which their leaders had shown, they 
would not have long to wait for the dawning of Ireland's indepen
dence. (Loud cheers.) 

Rev. H. RYLETT, Unitarian minister, late Land League candidate 
for Tyrone : Referring to the office of Chief Secretary, he said it 
was no sinecure to be filled by sprigs of lordly English families, 
a.nd he hoped the people would make tho office as hot a ono as 
pos~ible. . Lop off all they liked of the branches of 
the tree of injustice-now the land question, now another question, 
and what remains. There will be no peace in Ireland while England 
rules there. (Loud cheers. ) It is not local 
government they wnnted, or partial self-government. They ·wanted 
the whole thing-that Ireland should be a nation once again. 
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(Cheers.) Let them not think that they had gained all yet. (Hea1·, 
he:tr.) There might be some wheedling at the bottom of this. 

Mr. McERLEAN: The battle is more than half won-the foe is 
retreating, his colours are de~cending. 

(The Iri. ·lwian .) 

In an article on May 6, headeu " Capitulation," this paper says : 
"House of Lords, House of Commons, Government in London, 
Government in Dublin-all have capitulated to the indomitable force 
oflrish ideas, endorsed by the prison mark of Irish resolution." 

(United lrelancl of lVIay G, 1882.) 
'' Tho rats in the Castle cellars had better beware of rat traps. 

The vermin are going to have a bad time of it." 
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NATIONALISATION OF LAND. 

MR. u!!;ORGE has, in his book call d '' ProoTess and Poverty," 
discovorccl that I overty and all its concomitants are in ome way 
or another engendered by progress itself: And he proves it 
thus:-" Go," he ays, "into one of the new communitie wh ere 
Anglo-Saxon vigour is first beginning the race of prooTes .... , &c., * 
and, though you wlll find an absence of wealth, you will £ncl 110 

beggara. The tramp comes with tho locomotive, and almshouses 
and prisons are as sur ly the mal'ks of material progress as are 
costly clw llings, rich warehous s, ·and magnificent chambers." 
Apparently, therefore, wealth, the result of pl'ooTess, -is the 
cause of poverty. Now Mr. George mio,ht just as well say that 
the su()'ar hog head at the grocer's door has brought forth the 
fli ea and ragged children that are about it. Did it never occul' 
to Mr. Geol'o·e that the large cities and places where the loco
motive has been and where wealth is to be found, attract the 
idle, the weak, the dishonest, and the thriftless? Does he not 
know that the Teason they are not found where Angle-Saxon 
vigour i just beginning a race of progress, is because the exercise 
of Anglo-Saxon vigour is unpalatable to them~ Mr. George 
makes the common mistake of those who boast the viTtues of 
rural districts. Why is there not a professional pick-pock t in 
the small village? Because there is no scope for his talents; 

* When I use tliis "&c.'' I mean that I omit some of Mr. George's eloquenct;i. 
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there are not pockets enough for his industry. Why is there no 
tramp, no beggar? Because there are not enough persons of 

whom to beg. 
But Mr. George is wrono· when he says that'' the tendency 

of what we call material progress is in nowise to improve the 
condition of the lowest ln s in the essentials of hea1thy, happy, 
human life.'' That is untrue. The great bulk of the peopl of 
this country arc better off than ever they were. 1.'hey have 
more wage , more food, Letter homes (though far from goocl 
enough in towns), ancl better clothing than ever they hacl. 
Ev rything proves this. ~t~tistics of every . ort. The qmrn

tities consumed. Tho quantities of luxuries-drink, tob::tcco
tho diminished number of paupers, the lcssenecl poor rates; 
sn,vings banks, benefit sociutics. vVhat :Mr. George mrnm 
by the lowest class is unce1'ta.in. If he means the tramp 
and beggar, what he says is trne, ancl would be if wealth was 
multiplied a hundred-fold. But it is untrue that increased power 
of production, ahcl incroasccl wealth have not benefited the 
·whole people. "\Vhat has become of the increasecl food and 
clothing~ Have those wicked rich people eaten ten times what 
they ate before, and worn ten yards of clothing when they 
formerly used one~ The complaint is untrue and silly. No 
doubt there nre many laborers with large families who could 
eat, and eat advantageously, moTe than they do, and so they 
could if all produce was <livided in equal rations. One may 
wish that every rn an had his poulet au pot. One may have a 

misgiving as to whether it is not wrong that one man should ride 
in his carriage, at a cost ,vhich would keep two 01· three families, 
while, at the same time, as many families arc underfed. But till 
we are good enough to work as fairly for the benefit of all as we 
clo each for himself, we are not fit to b~ Socialist~ , and the best 
thing for all, is thnt each should "\York for himself, though the 
result may be poveTty and wealth, vrmt ai1cl have. 
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Mr. G orgc, having rn::ule this discovery, proceeds to seek 
the cause-vVhy wealth produces poverty? One would think that 
an obvious remedy woulcl he to get rid of the wealth, to destl'oy 
the locomotive and the great hou. es, and rev rt to the log hut, 
in whoi::e neighbourhood, Mr. George tells us, no beggars are to 
be found. But Mr. Geol'ge docs not suggest this. Ile first deals 
with some economic opinions thn.t have been entei-tained and 
I romulgated by some of the best and ablest men the 'il'orld has 
seen, but which }i·fr. George clenounces as blunders, the result 
of Hi perversion of intellect scarcely honest. 

Mr. George proc eds to put his enquiry which, he says, is 
''"Why, i.n spite of increase in productive power, do wages tend 
to a mini.mum, which will give but a bare living?" He assumes 
the truth of that proposition, whi h, howeve1·, is untme. For, if 
land increases in productive power there is not, nee ssarily, the 
tendency he mention . He then proceeds to attack the proposi
tion ~tatcd by Mill, and agreed to by all economi ts but 
Mr. George, if he calls himself oue, viz., ''Industry is limited 
by capital. There can be no more industry than is supplied by 
materials and food to eat. Self-evident a it is, it is often for
gotten that the people of a country are maintained, and have 
their wants supplied, not by the produce of pre ent labor, but 
by past." Not o, says Mr. George, with an enviable self
confidenee, to feel half which one would be content to be half a 
wrong. "How," says he, "can that be, if capital i tared 
labor ? How can it be that it existed before labor ? And 
consider the case of the naked avage who lives on shell-fish and 
fruit, &c." Of course, nobody ever denied that there must have 
been a time when labor preceded capital. What Mill affirm· is 
not in relation to naked avage living on shell-£ h, but in 
relation to modern highly complex civilisation. Let u examine 
some of Mr. George's arguments to prove, as he say , that 
"wages, instead of being drawn from capital are~ in realit;y-, 
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drawn from the product of the labor for which they are paid." 
"See," ·ay · he, "the case of a ship which grow-· in value from 
day to day while being built. Has the builder lo t any of his 
capital ? No; there it is on the increa ed value of the ship." 
But the ship is not built of sov reigns or dollars; nor have 
the 'lrnrkmen feel on the latter. It i · built of material · which 
have been ·avcd or stored, and the wol'kmen arc fed and 
clothed on and with materials saved and stored. Mr. George 
would rca ·on less ill if he coul<l eliminate money from men'::; 
transaction · and suppose them done by barter. L et us 
take one of his new communities where Anglo-Saxon vjgour 
iti at work. An Anglo-Saxon goe · to a settl r for work. Yeti, 
th ere are three trees to be cut down, but I shall havu 
nothino· to give you for six months, when the ti.mbel' mcl'
cha,nt buy of me. VVell, says the workman, but I want food 
and clothing; meanwhile, let u · go to the timber merchant. H e 
is willino· t o take the timber, but cant give the price or value 
till the hou ~ e-builder buys, which will be in ·ix month.' . Then 
they go to the builder, who has store of meat and wheat aml 
clothing. He agree · to advance it to the timber merclrnnt, who 
advance ·· it to the farmer, who advances it to tho laborer, who 
labors. Doe 1\Ir. George say that in this case capital ha · had 
nothino· to do with setting labor to work ? But this is the case 
with all work in civilised ·ocieties. It is the ca,se where the 
capitalist finds the ship, the weapons, and the fo od of the whalc
fisher. Try it thus. Suppose all the machinery in the world 
suddenly destroyed, or n.11 the stored food, what would become 
of labor . "Oh, but," says .Mr. George, ''the grain thus 
held in reserve through the machinery of exchange, and advances 
passed to the use of the cultivators is set free, in effect, produced 

by the work done for the next crop I " So the work for the next 
crop p1 odaces the former crop. If so the laborer ought to be 
paid for the production of two crops. Mr. George might say this 
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is a question of words. But it is not ; it is a, question of 
substanco and of thino-s; .:\fr. George, like many others, woul<l 
rea.~ on better if he used right worcls. ~fr. George asks (chap. 5), 
"What, then, arc the functions of capital?" Uc rm wers, "Capital 
consists of wealth used for the procurement of more wealth; or, 
as, I think, it may be clufined-wealth in the course of exchan5e. 
Capital, therefore, increases the power of wealth to pro<lucc 
wealth." Wl1y, "therefore "-but even if so, as a spade and a 
barrow arc as much capital as a locomotive, the admi ·sion goc · 
ct long wn.y to show that capital sets labor to work-but, in 
truth, Mr. George (Book 3, chap. 3) answers himself. For he says: 
''There are three modes of I roduction, in one of which capital 
may, and in the other two must ail labor." Mr. George, haviug 
attacked the cconomi ·ts about capital, next ha::; a furious tilt at 
Malthus, ::mcl the doctrine connected with his nmnc. And it may 
well be that the geometrical and n.rithmetical ratios cannot be 
justified. Dut the ma.in proposition is, undoubtedly, true, viz., 
'I.1hat, left undisturbed, population increase , , and by increasing 
presse on the muans of . ubsistence. It is self-evident. It stares 
one in the face. "'\iVhy ha · North America its 70 or 80 millions 
of European descent, ' but for this pressure? "'\iVhy do the 
Eastern Americans go West. vVhy do hundreds of thousamls 
of emigrants land on American shores yearly? Why does the 
Chinaman eat the filth and aarbagc he does? Not from pre::;
sure on the means of subsistence, ·ays Mr. George, for 100 
men will produce more than 100 time what one man can. V c1·y 
likely, in certain cases. Ah, but, says l\fr. George, and 100 times 
100 men can procluce more tha,n 100 times what 100 men 
can. vYell, this brings u ~ to 10,000, and 100 times that is a 
million, and then we ]iaye 100 millions, ancl then 10,000 

million , all producing more per head than their pre<lece sor::;. 
It does not prove this to show that the earth is not full, 
nor the best urn made of it. Besides, suppose it could main-
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tain the ten thousand millions, it could not maintain one 
hundred times that number. What does Ur. George mcau. 
Why there would not be standing room. It is idle to say that 
increase of population does not press, will not eventually press on 
the means of subsistence. It does; we all know it, and, od<lly 
enouo·h, it is in part the founcla.tion of Mr. George's argument. 
And the pressure is comparative, as most things are in this 
world. Not a pressure that could not be borne, but that could be 
lessened, and that has been lessened by a diminution of the 
population through emigration. It is certain that in England, at 
least, the average well-being of the population is greater than 
over it was. But suppose there had not been that emigration, 
and suppose America had not been peopled, and sent us food! 
What would have been the condition of things ? Would there 
have been no pressure on sub 'istence? Could we have produced 
that half of the wheat we consume which wc now import? 
Some day America will bu full. Mr. ucOl'ge admits that there 
may be " small islands, such a:::1 Pitcairn's, cut off from 
communication with the rest of the world, a,ncl from the 
exchanges which are necessary to the improvec.1 mo4es of 
production resorted to as population becomes dense, which may 
seem to offer examples in point. A moment's reflection, however, 
will show that these exceptional cases are not in point." Will 
it? I have Teflected all the time it took to read the paragraph 
and to copy it, and that reflection has not shown me that the 
case is not in point. It is. The world is Pitcairn's islancl 
enlarged. It would have been better if Mr. George had shown 

why the ca e is not in point. 
Proceed to consider some of Mr. George's opinions, observinp· 

in passing that he has got right notions on the theory of 
rent. He agree;:; with Ricardo and l\Ialthus, anJ owns ancl 
·hows that the increase of rent is not caused by the landowner, 
but by the increasing wants of man, in ·hort, by the pressure 
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of popula.tion on subsistence, so :.idmitting the pressure of 
population on subsistence. 

Mr. George, in Book 3, chap. 3, discu::;::scs whether interest 
is '~natural or equitable." And he deals with the case of J a.mes 
and Willimn and the plane. James has a plane which it takes 
ten clays to make, and which will last the 2DO working days of a 
year. William wants tho plane, and agrees to give James for it 
an equally good plane at the end of tho year and a plank. Now, 
asks Mr. George, is that '~natural 01· equitable? " " See, '~ S<tys 
he, ''the case at the end of the year. Jam es having parted with his 
plane, occupies ten days in making a new one, and then worki:; 
for 290 day.' , at the end of which he will get a new plane from . 
\Villiam. Jame;:;, therefore, at the end of the year, will have 
clone 290 days' work and pos ·ei:;ses a new plane. But that would 
have been the case if he had kept hi , own plane, worn it out in 
290 day~, and then made a new plane in the remaining ten. 
Why, then, should William give him anything, and so make 
hi;:; own condition worse and J ames's better? " \Vonderfol ! 
Mr. George thinks the promise of a plane a8 good as a plane. 
But, why put a year? Why not ten years '? Why should not 
the promise to return the plane in ten years or a hundred be m; 

good as the plane itself 1 l\Ir. George, however, seems to think 
ai:; well as can be guessed from some hazy writing, that as a plane 
might be exchanged for seecl, and seed might, if put in the ground, 
yield an increase not due wholly to labor; therefore, a plane 
may, perhap~, be reasonably parted with on the terms of getting 
back a plane and something more. The truth-the common, 
plain sense is, that the plane in hand at the beginning of the year 
is worth to William, in his opinion, and in truth, more than a 
plane at the end of the year, or more than a plane made in the 
first ton days of the year. Like a sensible man he agrees to give 
more for it; and, for corresponding reasons, James will not let 
him have it unle:::s he does. Does Mr. George think that savings 
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banks, building societies, and othel'S ·hould pay no interest? 
Mr. George, in Book 3, chap. 3, iutituled c; The Statics 

of the Problem thus explained "-whatever that may mean
says: "The increase of rent explains why wage · and intere t do 
not increa 'e. Tho cause which gives the land to tho landowner 
i · the cause which <lenies it to the laborer ancl capitalist. That 
wages and interest are higher in new than in old countries is not, 
as the standard economist · say, because nature makes a greater 
return to the application of labor and capita], but because land 
is cheaper." Cheaper than what? I suppose than land elsewhere 
-in an old country. But what i , the meaning of ''cheaper." It is 
not a question of pounds or dollars. Land is cheaper when it 
does make "c.t greater return to the application of labor a,nd 
etLpital." And whether it sh!tll or not doe.' not depend on the 
landlord, a , indeed, Mr. George show . If one man) or ten, or, 
perhaps, a thousand men owned all the land in an isolated terri
tory they might fix its pi-ice ; but, as it is, the price is fixed by 
nature. A deal of mischievous and dishonest nonsense has been 
ta,lked about landlordism. Rent exists in the nature of thiugs, 
and would exist in substance if we had an agrarian law to-morrow. 
If one acre of land will produce four quarters of wheat, with the 
same expenditure of labor and capital as will only produce two 
quarters on another acre, and it is worth while to cultivate the 
poorer acre (rentless, perhaps), the first acre will bear and pay a 
rent of two quarters; and if, on the agrnrian divi,ion, it fell to 
the lot of A. B., he would receive from it two quarters a a return 
for his labor and capital, and two quarters in the nature of 
rent. It is true, in a sense (not always, as Mr. George say::;, but 
sometimes), that the increase of land values i::; at the expense 
of the value of labor, but it is for a reason that no legisla
tion can p1•event, viz., the pressure of population on subsistence. 
Mr. George finishes this Book 3 by saying: "rro see humau 
being: in the most abject, &c., condition, yott mu.-·t go not to 
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unfenced prniiries, in the backwoods, &c., but to the oTea t cities, 
where the ownership of a little patch of ground i a fortune." 
I have dealt with this before. Mr. Gcor~e might as well have 
added, but where wages are higher, and the people better fed, 
clothed, and even housed, than elsewhere. 

Book 4, chap. 3, Mr. George says : " The effect of labor
saving instruments will be to extend the demand." Yes, if there 
are mouths to be fed, not otherwise, i.e., if population pressea on 
subsistence. Because, but for that pressure; but for an increase 
in the population, where productive powers were doubled, and 
only half the land was wainted to feed the population, the com
petition among the landowners would reduce rent to nothing. 

In Book 6, Mr. George gives the remedy for these evils. 
He di ·cus es other possible remedies than his own and i·ej cts 
them. I notice one instance, for the sake of Mr. George's style 
and. languao·e. He speaks of the '' rnbbery involved in the pro
tective tariff of the United States." That is a word Mr. George 
is very fond of. Whatever is not right in his judgment, is not 
only wrong, but dishonestly wrong-" robbery." Nobody thinks 
worse of a protective tariff than I do ; but I attribute its existence 
to an honest want of knowing better, at least, in many cases. 
Thiers was, and Bismark is, a Protectionist-are they "robbers~" 
-are l\fr. George's countrymen "TObber · ~" Might not some 
people think1 the term might be more reasonably applied to those 
who say•' We must make the land common property ''-without 
compensation to present owners, and who advocate its being done 
covertly, not openly. "To do that would be a needless shock to 
present customs and habits of thought, which is to be avoided. 
Let the individuals who now hold it (land) still retain, if they 
want to, what they are pleased to call their land ; let them 
continue to call it their land ; let them buy and sell, and 
bequeath and devise it. \V c may safely leave them the shell 
if we take the kcmel. It is not necessary to confiscate land, it 



Nationait ation of Land. ii 

is only necessary to confiscate rent." Anc.l this Mr. George 
propo ' es, and without compensation. Ile enquires iuto the 
"justice of the remedy." He says : "If we are all here by 
permission of the Creator, we are all here with an equal title 
to the enjoyment of His bounty, with an e'lual right to the use 
of all that nature so impartially offers. ':rhe Almighty, who 
created the earth for man, ancl man for the earth, has 'ntailcd 
it upon all the generations of the children of men, &c. '' It is 
singular what an acquaintance with the Creator's de ·ign is 
shown by writers of the stamp of Mr. George. One may be 
allowed a respectful doubt whethe1· what has o long existed 
and been permitted was not intended, not that things have gone 
wrong ti.ll Mr. George came to the rescue. At all events, it will be 
admitted that Benevolence would approve thn,t comlition of thing.::i 
which was mo ·t for the good of mankind. And if the private 
ownership of land is so, we may well have it without Mr. George's 
Land Act, to o·et rid of the entail he t::iI ea,ks of. He says: "The 
poorest child horn in. London has as much right to the esfates 
of the Duke of vV estminster as his eldest son, and the puniest 
infant that comes wailing, &c., has as much right to the Astor 
property as the Astors. Anc.l he i!:! robbed (l\Ir. George's favorite 
word) if the right is denied." I am afraid Mr. George's notions 
of "right" are hazy. I will not say that the man who catches 
fish or game, or gathers fruit has not a natural right to do it. 
Though Mr. George would fincl it difficult to persuade his Pata
gonian, if he met the man with the fish or the game, that he (the 
Patagoni:m) might not in all right and reason take it. His 
conscience would not be trnubled any more tha,n would be that 
of the Bedouin, if he eased Mr. George of a watch made by him 
with much labor. However be it tha,t there are natural rights, 
that is in a tate of na,tmc, where there is nothing artificial. 
But where men have formed. themselves into a social state, all is 
artificial, and nothing merely natural. In uch a state no rights 
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ought to exist but what are for the general good-all that are, 
::;hould. And what we have to consider is not any vapouring 
about "the land being entailed by Providence, the decree · of 
the Creator, puny infants coming wailing into the world in the 
squalidest room of the most miserable tenement hou e," &c. ; but 
whether private or separate property in land is for the good of 
the community. Certainly, there is rather a strong prima facie 

case that it is, since it exists throughout the world. "Oh!" say::; 
Mr. George, ''tyranny, violence, and usurpation." He quotes 
M. de Laveleye-" In all primitive societies tho soil was the joint 
property of the ti·ibes, and was subject to periodical distribution 
among all the families, so that each might live by their labor, 
as nature has ordained." And why is it not o now? Because 
we are not in a primitive state; because we are older and wi er, 
a,ncl know better, as M. de Laveleye ought to do. Periodical 
distribution ! Is is not ab olutely certain that a man will do 
better with a piece of land; will get more out of it each year, if 
he has it for two years instead of one; for ten yea1·s instead 
of two ; and for all time instead of ten~ If the profit of his care 
and labor will be his at some time, will he not bestow them 
when otherwise he would not~ It cannot be doubted. Tax him 
if you like, tax his rent, tax him ad valorern; but leave him 
enough to tempt him to improve. It is too plain ; separate 
property in land, as in sheep and oxen, is for the good of the com
munity. And, if so, the quantity that one man may own can no 
more be limited than can the quantity of sheep or oxen he may 
own, nor the use he shall make of it. Have an agrarian law, 
give each man hj share; in ten years the careful, skilful, and 
provident allottees would be the owners of the share of the care· 
less, unskilful, and improvident. And it is for the general good 
it should be so. 

But even if labor alone gave property, the landowner\; 
case is much better on ~fo George's principles tho,n he admitfi. 
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Suppose by labor a piece of land was banked and enclosed from 
the sea-made, in hort. Not a part of the land'' originally en
tailed on the puniest," &c., Mr. George must admit a right to it in 
the man whose labor made it. But what is the difference between 
the ca~e put. and land in general, except that in land in general 
th re wa before labor was put on it what has been called the 
"prairie value." That is what, if anything, was "entailed on the 
puniest," &c. Tax. that-confiscate that, if confiscation is right, 
but not the stored laLor which is on the land. Mr. George seems 
to admit this. What would the tax be '? Something worth 
stealing, though not as much as Mr. George thinks. But confis
cation i .' not right. Separate or private property in land is f01: 

tho good of the community, and should be respected like any 
other property, and for the ..,:1me reason. Th 're is one passage in 
the book that may be noticed. As faT as it is intelligible it is, 
that as a man belongs to himself, so his la.hor, when put in a con
crete form, belongs to him; and that there can be no other 
natural rights, as othel' rights are destructive of this. Perhaps! 
as I do not h1ow what is meant. But then it would seem that 
the m?-n who has cut down and . tored a hundl'ed trees, has inter
fered with my right, as great as his, to cut them down. However, 
whatever is meant, I repeat we are concemed with social, not 
natural rights. 

:\!Ir. George speaks of the "justice " of the l'emedy. 
J usti e ! A man labors and saves, acquires a piece of land, per
haps taken in payment of a bad debt, dies with the comforting 
belief he has provided for his widow and orphans. Mr. George callR 
it "justice" to confi cate it. Another man has been member of n, 

building society, and built his house, and believes it was his own. 
But MT. George would charge hjm a heavy rent for the land on 
which it stands, because "every patch of land has become of 
great value." This is M1·. George's notion of "justice.'' They are 
robbers, receivers of stolen o·oods, knowing they are stolen, and 
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can have no right themselves, nor give any to the widow an<l 
orphan. No dou ht, to confiscate land and raise the public 
revenue out of it would be a fine thino· for all th8 community, 
save the landowners. But so would confiscating· chattel: be a 
fine thing for all but chatt I-owner , and the confi. cation of 
labor woukl he a splendid thing for all but th laborer. It may 
be there i. much to be said fOT the taxation of land, and that a 
community would do well, if it re olved at the outset, to rai . e 
it taxation exclusively from land. There i. · much to be aid for 
it, especially if the taxation is not so oxc ssive as to deprive the 
landowner of all inter st in improvement ; but when the law for 
ages has allowed private property in land, to take that property 
fi_·om one man and leave property in oxen and horses in another, 
becau e the land is tolen goods, and it. owner ought to know 
that-that, I say, is "robbery," an<l repugnant to all notions 
of fairne . Mr. George doe· not, indeed, propo~ e to take all 
the rent. He would leave enough to make it worth the while 
of landowners to become tax-collector . Mr. Georae ays: "In 
every civilised country the value of the land, taken as a whole, 
is i::;ufficient to bear the entire expense of Government." 'Ve 
flatter ourselves England is a civilised country. If it is, this 
statement is untrue. The whole agricultural rent, without abate
ment for collecting it, would not defray those expenses. If the 
expense were so borne, personal property would be untaxed, and 
Mr. George, this friend of the poor and the wailino· infant, would 
let the Rothschilds and Astors go untaxed, while he filched the 
patch of land got by tho savings of hard work, which o·ave a 
bare ubsistence to the widow and orphan. 

I have now gone through the more prominent matters in 
~fr. George's book. There are other errors in it, but warned 
by him, I will try not to be tedious. It is a mischievous book, 
for it holds out expectations that cannot be realised, antl pm
poses their reali ation by mea ·u1·es rno t injnrious. It is a foolish 
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book, for though Mr. George is anything but a foo1ish man, hi 
ingenuity is o perverse that his book is filled with foolishness. 
It is the most arrogant, self-sufficient performance ever seen. No 
one was right before Mr. George, and some of the best, greatest, 
and noblest men who ever lived are spoken of with contempt as 
blunderers and evil disposed. It is also a book which one would 
think was the work of an ill-conditioned man. Accordino· to Mr. 
George nobody i8 mi taken arnl honest. Robbers and robbery 
fire his favorite words, and he seems to think he can set the ·world 
rig·ht and teach it, if he bawls ''robbery " loud enough, to 

practice it. 
Mr. George says that landowners evaded tho land tux; he 

docs not mention thnt personalty has been allowed to escape 
liability to tho poor-rate. He :finc1 fearful fault with the 
British overnmcnt of India. Now if ever there was an honest 
government, if ever one nation hacl cause to bo proud of thu way 
it governed another, it is England and its govemment of India. 
Thero is but one thing considered in that government, viz., what 
is for the good of India. Mr. George seems to have a sort of 
sympathy for Nihilists and Communists, and shows some con
tempt for the hish that they only "occasionally" murder a 
landlord. Does 1\Ir. Georo·e doubt that those landlords honestly 
believe in their right to the land, and are murdered for that 
belief and for acting on it~ What would he think of an occa
sional murder of an author for preaching robbery, of p1·eaching 
which offence Mr. George, in the landlord's judgment, is as much 
guilty, as they, in his judgment, arc guilty of the p1·ar:tice. But 
Mr. Georg is safe. He entertains honestly, I believe, the 
opinions he expresses, and ought to bo allowed to give utterance 
to them; .but let him show the same liberality to the opinions 
of those who differ with him. 
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