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At a recent sitting of the British 
House of Commons the Coercion po
licy of the Government in Ireland 
was the subject of a debate in which 
Mr. William O’Brien took a promin
ent part. From our Irish exchange 
we take the following report:—

Mr. Willialh O’Brien moved the ad
journment of the Rouse for the pur
pose of discussing a definite matter 
of urgent public importance — viz., 
the proclamation under the provi
sions of the Criminal Law and Pro
cedure (Ireland} Act of the city of 
Dublin and of nine Irish counties 
since the rising of the House in Aug
ust, and.the danger to the public 
peace arising from the harsh and 
partisan administration of that Act. 
He said that it was u relief to ail of 
them that at last they had come lo 
the end of the unseemly wrangle as 
to the right of the representatives of 
Ireland, without suppression from 
one English party and without pat
ronage of the other English party, 
to have the affairs of their country 
discussed, instead of their being driv
en to whatever sporadic means they 
might find to express their senti
ments. (Hear, hear). As usual, the 
Irish Party had taught the old les
son that whateyer would not be giv
en with grace might be extortco by 
other means. ^Irish cheers). In the 
motion they had charged the Ad
ministration in Ireland with parti-, 
sanship as well as with harshness. 
The keynote of the charge, and oi ail 
that was occurring in Ireland, was 
to be found in the statement of the 
Chief Secretary a few weeks ago— 
''No Government can settle the Irish 
land question; it must be settled by 
the parties interesved,” and that the 
action of the Government should be 
limited to providing facilities to giv
ing effect to any settlement arrived 
at by the parties. That was one of 
Mie most remarkable confessions that 
ever fell from an English governor 
of Ireland, and if he had the logic 
and courage of his convictions it 
would have been one of the 
creditable.

was prostituting the power of Eng
land in order to pander to a clique 
of selfish territorialists, who were 
playing their own selfish game of 
political intrigue and influence at 
the expense of certain unfortunate 
landlords, and at the expense of 
England, for whom they were lajing 
up a fresh harvest of trouble. That 
was the right hon. gentleman's no
tion of impartiality and statesman
ship.

the bitterest of their English oppon
ents would feel humiliated and 
ashamed that proceedings so. tyran
nical should be put in force in a 
country from which crime had been 
so absolutely absent. If the Govern
ment had attempted to pass the Co
ercion Act through Parliament this 
session with even their ironclad ma
jority of 139 they could not have 
got the BiU through the House, and 
he ventured to say there was no 
Minister on the Treasury Bencn who 
would be casehardened enough to

honor of the country against one of 
the foulest wrongs, inconvenienced 
Dublin Castle by attempting to bring 
that man to justice. They had given 
them a country absolutely free from 
bloodshed, or from any deeds which 
shunned the daylight. They were 
dealing now, not with a country of 
moonlighters, but with a country of 
broad daylight, thanks to the 
teaching of the United Irish League. 
They canted about crime being the 
ultimate end, but the taunt had 
been stilled on the lips of the ac-
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The land question was at the root 
oi all good government in Ireland, 
and to attempt to settle it except 
through the United Irish League on 
the one side, and the landlords or
ganization on the other, was as it 
they had tried to terminate the Boer 
war by opening up negotiations be
tween the old women and children on 
both sides. (Hear, hear). When the 
conference was recently proposed the 
contemplated settlement was a peace
ful one, but again the Chief Secre
tary had given away the landlords 
and the landlords had given away 
him. (Laughter). The tenants1 com
bination instantly and Unequivocally 
accepted the peace proposal — (hear, 
hear)—believing that it would he 
perfectly possible to have a right 
and friendly agreement and settle 
ment of the land question, that 
would have been acceptable both to 
landlords and to tenants. (Hear, 
hear). Aye, and, if necessary, with
out asking the British taxpayer to 
contribute a single shilling of addi
tional taxation beyond the Imperial 
expenditure in Ireland at the present 
moment. (Hear, hear). If that con
ference had been followed by a con
ference between the two English 
parties and their leaders, such 
Mr. Gladstone, in one of his
inspirations, once suggested, 
never was a moment when more as
tonishingly good results could have 
been brought about in the way
appeasement and reconciliation, 
the Chief Secretary had now plunged 
himself up to the neck in prosecut
ing one of the parties interested — 
the party which was ready for peace
__(Irish cheers)—and made himseif
and his removables and his police
men the abject slaves and partisans 
of the rival combination who were 
ready for nothing and would hi,v. 
nothing except war. The lords of 
the Landowners' Convention sum
marily and insolently rejected tin 
negotiations, notwithstanding
the Chief Secretary himself traveled 
a long distance through Ireland ,to 
Implore them to save themselves and 
to save the country. That was the 
attitude of the landlords, and r.w 
they bad the extraordinary vuselt 
that at this moment men who re- 
spended to these peace proposals 
were being coerced and , persecuted 
and It was the gentleman who :*o«- 
cd at the right hon. gentleman s 
own advice. It was the Landlords 
Convention who, by T7 votes to 14 
rejected the proposal of a confer-

In the face of the administration 
of this despotic and exceptional law, 
they did not forget that it would be 
unfair to include all the landlords of 
Ireland in the same breath. Thera 
hod been some very-remarkable deve
lopments. He would be a very shal
low and stupid Irishman who would 
doubt that the action of men like 
Lord Dunraven. The O’Conor Don, 
Lord Mayo, and Lqrd Castletown 
might be capable of producing re
sults which might be of very consi
derable importance, Indeed, to their 
own class if they were seconded by 
a Minister strong enough to grasp 
the situation and fearless enough to 
look to higher ideals rather than of 
scoring a point or attempting to do 
so. These men, undoubtedly, com
pared not unfavorably in every re
spect even with those intellectual 
giants — Lord Londonderry, Lord 
Ardilaun, and Lord Barrymore 
(laughter)— who had hitherto had 
the courage of their opinions. Un
happily, Lord Dunraven and his 
friends had to deal with a class — 
and he was afraid with a Ministry— 
which was not strong enough t«» 
stand up to that syndicate of brew
ers and colliery owners, who wire 
rushing Irish landlords to their ruin. 
(Nationalist cheers). He regretted 
it truly and unfeignedly. If these 
gentlemen would take a suggestion 
from him—-he would assure them 
that it was in no petty party spirit 

-that he offered it. Instead of writ
ing letters to the "Times” to con- 
vert gentlemen of the peculiar cere • 1 
bral formation of Lord j Ardilaun — 
(laughter)—they would frankly and 
honestly join the Utiited Irish League 
and trust their own countrymen, 
within three months they would 
have settled the Irish land question 
to their own advantage and to the 
immeasurable advantage of Ireland. 
They were used to a great many 
ridiculous misunderstandings in the 
House, and in this country, l»ut 
there never was a more idiotic no
tion than the notion that they clung 
to agitation for the mere love of it. 
They were ready, upon just and gen
erous terms, to give more than gen
erous terras to the landlords of Ire
land. They did not grudge them, on 
the contrary they would welcome 
them, on the simple condition of the 
landlords recognizing that they wen* 
Irishmen instead of their playing the 
part of countryless half-castes and 
Anglo-Irish octoroons,— (loud Na
tionalist laughter)—who had not at 
the present moment an atom of pow
er or respect in Ireland, and who, 

submitted, enjoyed very little

propose it, knowing how utterly de- cusers. This organization had been

great
there

more respect in England. The fault 
or perhaps the weakness on their 
part was that they had been always 
too ready to respond with the first 
genuine touch of kindness. Even the' 
most extreme amongst them was not 
altogether exempt from that weak
ness. Be that as it might, under 
present circumstances there was very 
little fear of even their extremists 
being subjected to any weakening be
cause the right hon. gentleman was 
proceeding in his government of Ire
land upon the principle of persecut
ing the men who were reconciliable 
and right in the interest of the men 
who were irreconcilable and wrong. 
(Nationalist cheers).

What were the crimes for w hich the 
right hon. gentleman had placed 
Dublin and those other counties un
der such severe disabilities and de
gradations? The first fact that he 
would ask the House to bear in mind 
was that, broadly speaking, there 
was no real agrarian crime in Ire
land, nothing except the technical 
crime of freedom of speech which had 
been created by the Coercion Act, 
and which even a Unionist so unex 
ceptional as their own County Court 
Judge O’Connor Morris had confess
ed to be free from moral blame. If 
Englishmen would only take the 
pains of going through the returns 
of the present time in Ireland and 
compare them with the state of
bloodshed and terror in refc 

other Coercion Acte 
he was convinced tl

stitute were the materials to justify 
it. At the "Times” Forgeries Com
mission evidence was given that 
there had been 8? agrarian murders 
during the three years of tne rand 
League in spite of the heroic efforts 
of Michael Davitt to arrest tnem. 
The United Irish League had been 4$ 
years in existence, and during those 
years there had just been one agra
rian murder in the whole country, 
and that took place 3 years ago, 
and it did not take placé in the Pro
vince of Connaught, where alone at 
that time the United Irish League 
was in existence. When the Liberal 
Government were proposing the Co
ercion Act of 1882 they produced 
statistics showing that there had 
been 9,023 agrarian outrages from 
1879 to 1882. He (Mr. O’Brien) had 
got the latest quarterly returns of 
agrarian crimes in Ireland, and it 
was like a certain famous history of 
snakes in Iceland—snakes there were 
none. Except in a few threatening 
letters there were only twenty-one 
petty agrarian offences returned in 
the whole country for three months. 
Under all the important headings 
there were long columns of blanks 
from county to county and from pro
vince to province. It was exactly 
the same story in what they called 
the disturbed counties—long, empty 
columns, in many cases, without a 
crime of any sort; not a murder, not 
an attempted murder; not a moon
light outrage, not an attack on a 
bailiff or on a policemaq; nothing 
even the imagination of Dublin Cas
tle could dress up to represent any 
crime in the ordinary sense of the 
word, except threatening letters, of 
which he (Mr. O’Brien) himself re: 
ceived within the last week in the 
House very nearly as many as had 
been charged against the whole peo
ple of Ireland. It was not as if 
they were making these representa
tions about the state of Ireland. Let 
him callt a better witness. On the 
14th March, in that House, the Chief 
Secretary stated, much to his credit 
—"Therefore, I have always held it 
to be my duty to say that of violent 
crime against the person or proper
ty in Ireland, there is less now than 
in any period of which we have rec
ord.” (Irish cheers). Well, grossly 
though the people had been exasper
ated, he didn't think it would be 
pretended that any serious change 
had taken place since, except, as the 
House would remember, that it 
heard that day that no less than 
five county jails in Ireland had since 
been closed for the want of any or
dinary criminals to occupy them. 
That was the country where the 
right hon. gentleman had proclaimed 
the city of Dublin and nine othèr 
counties; that was the country f, in 
which they were attacking members 
of Parliament, their own colleagues 
of the House, more savagely than 
they sometimes extended to their 
wife-beaters and garroters in Eng
land. This was the country in 
which, he ventured to say, during 
the last twelve months they had at
tacked more newspapers — they who 
loved the freedom of the Press — for 
reporting meetings than had been 
suppressed in Russia during the same 
period, and he knew what he was 
talking about perhaps a little better 
than the Yellow journals who were 
so desirous of giving the Czar a les
son on constitutional matters. These 
very members of Parliament and 
these very newspapers and this or
ganization they had attacked were 
the very things that had got rid of 
agrarian crime in Ireland. (Cheers). 
For the only genuine crime the Gov
ernment over put down, they created 
a hundred. The agents of Dublin 
Castle themselves were the worst 
distunbers, and very often the worst 
criminals; and, as he told the House 
the other night, there was a police 
crime which, if it succeeded, would 
have covered the reputation of that 
party and organization 
and bloqd. and yet the:

nearly five years In operation, every 
year with decreasing agrarian crime, 
and in all that time their watchful 
enemies in Dublin Castle and the 
landlords’ camp had never been able 
to fasten upon a single deed of blood
shed which, by any perversity of ma
lice, could be traced to the teachings 
of the organization. (Irish cheers). 
There was no fathoming the infatu
ation of English rule In Ireland. A 
wise English statesman would frank
ly and honestly acknowledge the 
work of the League; he would ac
knowledge the tremendous step which 
had been taken—that literally It 
might be stated that adjectives — 
strong adjectives—had been substi
tuted for bullets In the agrarian con
troversy in Ireland. A wise states
man would first go down on his 
knees and thank his stars that the 
Irish people had been brought at 
last to look upon peaceful ana com
bined public action in the open day, 
instead of the blunderbus and the 
mid-night lodge, for their weapons of 
agitation.

they were dealing with as 6f old. It 
was not a strike against rent as a 
whole. There was absolutely no 
trace of any rent strife in any part 
of the country outside the Immedi
ate neighborhood of the De Freyne 
estate, where it arose out of a set of 
local .circumstances, and without con
sultation with the governing body of 
the United Irish League. (Ministe
rial cries of "Oh," and interrup
tions). Who was the gentleman op
posite who interrupted?

An Irish member—Mr. Archdale.
Mr. O’Brien—Well, he was one o! 

the octoroons, and he was address
ing himself to English gentlemen.

Mr. Archdale—Is the hon. member 
for East Mayo not one of the gov
erning body?

Mr. O’Brien—The hon. member for 
East Mayo will be mighty well able 
to speak for himself. I assert most 
distinctly that In no way whatever 
was the governing body of the 
League consulted.

Mr. Tully — Why am I attacked ? 
(Laughter).

Mr. O’Brien—I would refer the hon. 
gentleman to his own constituency, 
who, I think, will Inform him that 
the English House of Commons is 
not the proper place for an alterca
tion among men calling themselves 
Irishmen. (Irish cheers).

that they were dealing with in the 
country was to be a representative 
of the people—(Nationalist cheers)—

But what had been the statesman
ship of the right hon. gentleman—or 
rather of the Landowners’ Conven
tion, whom he had ignobly, for a 
man of his admitted mental calibre, 
permitted to run the show and pull 
the strings and to direct his per
formance? The men behind him had 
been striving to wrest from the peo
ple weapons of open and legitimate 
agitation. They had been trying to 
persuade the people that an editor 
or M. P. who fearlessly spoke out 
public opinion was doing a *«ore 
dangerous th,ng for himself and per
haps a more intellectual thing than 
the man who fired at a landlord from 
behind a ditch. These men knew 
that the absence of crime was the 
League's strength and their own ; 
weakness; and, horrible as it un- j 
doubtedly was to have to say it, he ■ 
said deliberately that these men were j 
longing for crime and working for , 
crime, because they knew it was 
their only hope of putting down the 
public opinion of their countrymen 
and of arousing prejudice and pas
sion against them. (Irish cheers). 
There was an old legal maxim, * Fa- 
cit huic protest,” and everyone knew 
that crime would be their ruin, and 
that was the case and aim of the 
landlords. The House had heard a 
good deal about County Court Judge 
Curran, the gentleman who threw in 
the face of 23 grand jurors their re
solution referring to the peaceful 
condition of the county. That gen
tleman, in passing sentence of hard 
labor upon one of their colleagues 
(Mr. Haviland Burke), made this re
markable and eloquent statement, "I 
have some experience of the terrible 
crime of boycotting in, other times, 
and* I deliberately say that as a re-^ 
suit of that experience I should far 
prefer going back to the trma <rhen 
there would be a calendar contain
ing 20 or 80 cases or serious crime, 
ordinary crime, than to see system
atic boycotting practised in any 
county.” That was to say that gen
tleman would be happier if there 
were 20 or 80 cases of murder 
midnight outrage before him instead 
of the state of things in which the 
people were peacefully combined to 
deal with their friends, instead of 
dealing with their enemies. He knew

Mr. O’Brien proceeded to say they 
had no crime to deal with, no rants 
to deal with, and that the only 
crime was that of free speech. There 
was an easy test. Lord Londonderry 
was a mine-owner, and a landlord in 
Ireland. If there was a strike of his 
miners in England he would like to 
see Lord Londonderry and his col
leagues facing the working men of 
England at a general election; he 
would like to see the Prime Minister 
facing the working men of Manches
ter; he would like to see the mem
ber for West Birmingham facing the 
working men of Birmingham — (Na
tionalist cheers)—if for speeches of 
that character, addressed to strikers 
in England, men of honored and no
ble lives, like the member for Mon
mouth, the member for Battersea— 
(Ministerial laughter and Irish 
cheers)—the hon. member for Dur
ham, had been treated as their col
leagues had been treated, with the 
same cowardly and beastly violence 
and foul play. (Nationalist cheers). 
The Chief Secretary had, with a 
candor upon which he complimented 
him. heartily made to the House the 
astounding confession that the city 
of Dublin had been proclaimed under 
this frightful Act for no other rca- 

! son except to enable him to deal 
i with the "Irish People” newspaper.
! (Nationalist cheers). Was there 
ever such a declaration made by a 
Minister before? As though the cap
ital city of a country which, with 
its suburbs, counted something like 
500,000 inhabitants, should be 
stripped of the right of trial by jury 
and reduced to a state of minor 
seige in order to deal with a humble 
weekly newspaper. The Chief Secre
tary spoke in language of glowing 
eulogy in reference to Mr. Chamber- 
lain. There were two Mr. Chamber
lains—one of the present and one of 
the past. (Nationalist cheers). He 
asked Mr. Chamberlain to fancy Bir
mingham of old times being pro
claimed under that Act, and being 
stripped of the right of trial by jury 
in order to get at a weekly news
paper in Birmingham, or even the 
"Birmingham Daily Post,” for pub
lishing the speeches of the right hon. 
gentleman the member for West Bir
mingham, in those old times, In Mr. 
Chamberlain’s Radical days — (Na
tionalist cheers)—or rather in his 
Republican days. (Renewed National
ist cheers). They were assured upon 
distinguished authority that he was 
preaching doctrines of Jack Cade. 
But Birmingham was not proclaim-

ond that the more faithful and fear
less a representative of the people 
was the heavier would be the crime, 
and the heavier would be their die- 
gusting punishment. (Nationalist 
cheers). That was their pretty the
ory of constitutional government in 
the old times before the Local Gov
ernment Bill. It was always easy 
enough to fall back upon the empty 
and unconstitutional cry— that the 
elected representatives of the people 
of Ireland. He noticed that even so 
late as in Saturday's newspaper 
Lord Cadogan—(ironical Nationalist 
cheers, and a Nationalist—" The old 
humbug”)—was repeating that with 
some questionable taste and grati
tude—(Nationalist cheers)—knowing, 
as he well must, that if he had made 
that speech the day before he quit
ted Dublin the men he abused had 
only to raise their hands and he 
would have been hooted through 
Dublin to the ship's side. But by 
their own Local Government Act 
they had blown Lord Cadogan sky- 
high, for in the city councils and dis
trict councils they had now as in
tensely localised a representation of 
the people as it was possible to 
have. And what was the conse
quence? In 30 out of the 32 coun
ties of Ireland they were forced to 
make wear on the county councils and 
district councils. In point of fact, 
the whole of the new hard labor ma
chinery was directed not so much a- 
gainst the members of Parliament 
whom they could not disqualify and 
whom they dared not expel. (Na
tionalist cheers). It was directed a- 
gainst the local representatives of 
the people to intimidate men who 
have carried on a system of local 
administration so excellent that the 
Local Government Board, hostile as 
it was, had borne testimony to it— 
(Nationalist cheers)—and, instead of 
hostility, confessing that they had 
the people of Ireland against them— 
all the people of Ireland, all their re
presentatives in every category, In 
Parliament, in the corporations, in 
the district councils, and in the coun
ty councils—their brilliant idea was 
to try to terrorise or drive from the 
public service by these disabilities 
the men whose private character and 
public spirit would be axtreasure for 
the good governmçnt of any other 
country on the face of the earth. 
(Nationalist cheers). Their treat
ment of these men was opposed to 
all the usages of civilization.

how difficult It was to criticise this ed, although Dublin was a very much

■gentleman
I»®

if the criminal 
forger, but 1 
of his own 1

gentleman’s conduct. The Prime Min
ister declined to give the House an 
opportunity of doing so. He did not 
desire to say anything particularly 
unfriendly of Judge Curran owing 
to his earlier life, when he was a 
conscientious judge, but he was sor
ry for him, and all he could say was 
that if he read that statement ano-

more peaceful city than Birmingham 
They accused the Government of 
harshness as well as partisanship. 
Nay, harshness was the very weakest 
term he could find in the dictionary 
for the purpose. They did not in
tend to make any appeal to the 
House in reference to the brutal and 

way in which the • Coer-
nymously he should have thought it cion Court was carried out. If coer-
a statement more worthy of a ghoul 
than of a judge. (Cheers). What 
were the terrible crimes for which

cion there had to be, the more cow
ardly >nd j 
every dece

Englishmen had been prisoners 
themselves, and not so long ago ei
ther. There was Dr. Jameson, for 
instance. He was not gloating over 
that gentleman’s imprisonment. The 
Chief Secretary had sent down to 
the House a petition invfavor of hie 
being dealt with in prison in a civil
ized fashion—(Mr. Wyndham shook 
his head as if implying a denial)— 
but the Irish members who endured 
like punishment themselves signed it. 
(Nationalist cheers). Dr. Jameson 
who was not the only prisoner of 
President Kruger, for the same of
fence he had committed, would have 
had his neck stretched in this coun
try and been hanged—(more Nation
alist cheers)—but he had experienced 
more clement treatment from the 
President of the Transvaal, who vas 
but an uncultured Boer farmer. 
There had been British prisoners of 
war of late, and they had received 
better treatment at the hands of the 
Boers, who were brave enemies, than 

Irish member now in the House, 
and whom he would not mention, 
when he was suffering the punish
ment Inflicted by the Chief Secre
tary. (Cries ol “Shapie.") And yet 
hie Irish colleagues now sitting in 
the House had while in prison to 
wash the clothes of abandoned wo
men. (Cries of “Oh!” ••Shame." and 
•■Disgraceful," followed by some 
laughter from the ministerial 

benches).
A Nationalist member — Whoever 

laughs must be a mere cad. (Hear,
hear).

Mr. W. O'Brien—The noble lord 
opposite (Lord Hugh Cecil), 
ther he be a lord, a gentleman, or 
something else, I know not 
worthy to loose the latchet of 
hon. friend's shoe. (National!* 
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