- .‘;T," £

ERT GO

PRI R PEE ¢ S

-
ALY !
ety 5

b
X

R e R T

PP Ll I ey i e | Rt w0 T e BN T

i\
——————

oAt .
TR0 SRS HPR I
ST TN H

AND.CATHOLIC CHRONICLE. .

. -3

“Mav 3, 882 e
THE IRISH RESOLUTIONY
GREAT SPEECH
fon. EOWARD. BLAKE

RESOLUTIONS!

i

Mr, Brasp—If no other hon. member pro.
poses to address the House -on this subject, I
do not for my part feel disposed to give a
silent vots upon it. . 1t iz DoW ten yeard ngo
since, in the coutse of a_yery important die-
cuesion heve, I ventured to ciggest 1n my
place fn Parlisméent that the accession to
power, which had then recently taken place,
of the Libersl Administration in England,
wonlid tend very shortly to *he concession of
gome measnre of Home Rule to the Irish
peoplo. 1 believed, us I sald, that such a BC-
lutlon as coald be - obtained of the land
queetion—such B solotion as had been

from time to time reached of other
questions — would after all not pettle
tha lrish question, and that un-

less the dictates of Providénce and of
justice alike were observed and fulfilled by
the yranting of some measure of control over
thelr local sffairs, we wounld see that what has
been the disgrace and the humillation of the
Britizh Empire for many years still continued.
1 also observed, as the hon. guntleman in his
gpeech apd in his motion hae observed, that
we had one amongst msny materisl in-
terests bere in Canada in the solution
of that question, aud the change wbhich
maight be expected from it in the sttitade of
the great bulk of the Irlsh people towards the
Empire. That we had 8 material—although
T regard that a8 a much leseer interest thun
the interest which has been malaly discussed
—Interest of a serfous character with refer-
enceto the chances ard the opportunity of
fxpmigration to our soil 50 Jong as the present
state of f:elivg continued. Now I propose
to jastify the attitude which I took upon tbat
ocoaslon, snd which did not then meet with
any very snimated responge in the House or
in the country. 1 proposo to justify it oy &
reference to

BOME ¢BVIOUS HISTORICAL FACTA

which it appears to me can lead to ouly one
suitable coccluslon. In order that we may
understand the grounds upon which, as I cou-
ceive, some action in this direction is demon-
strably necesssry, it ie by no means needtul
to go further back than to the time of the
Union. It is not needful here to recar in de-
tall to the more ancient events in connection
with Irish hiatory—to the hlstory of the con-
quest, to the history of the confiscations, to
the history of the proscriptions, to the history
of the penal laws, directed at one time
against Protestants apd ot one time againet
€atholics, to the hlstory of theee penal laws
of the most serious und terrible description,
Iaws and events to which I have briefly al-
luded, but which ought to make ua all, when
we recur to them, blugh with shame, and
which bad left the marks of human error and
of human crime almost indelible, and enkanc-
ing, there can be no doubt, even to.day, the
diffienities of the sftuation. Isay it ir needless
for the purpoees of this discussion that we
should revert to them in detail, for [ am will-
ing that this question should be tirled cut
upon the history of the pest eighty years-—
upon the history of the Government of Ire-
land under the present comstitution of the
United Kingdom, af the higtory of Ireland
since the Tnion. Wae all know the means of
the basest corruption by which the Act of
Union was passod, However beneficial the
publioc man who carried thut measure may
have believed it to be, I do not suppass it
will be to-day urged that the ends jastified
the means, and X have myself a8 strong belief
that the nefurious means by which that mea-
sure was carried opernted very Jargely to in-
oreate che difficulties of ita workirg, and pro-
duced a state of fooling which gave, perbaps,
& poor chance of being satlsfactory fo tha
people of the countiry which was by euch
means brought into more intimate connec-
tion.
FAILURE OF ENGLISH MANAGEMENT,

But, sir, since that period, for a little more
thon eighty years has Ireland been managed
by the Farllament of the United Kingdom,
and I do not hesitate to gay that the result of
that mansgement has been & dreadful fatlure.
There has beea time enough’to try the ques-
tion out. Eighty years in the history of a
country—and such eighty years as Ireland
has experisnced—Iis surely tlme enough to
try the question out. Now, let us apply
some obvious, plair, and p.lpable tests as to
whether there has been a good and a suocess-
ful administration of Irish affairs under the
exlating system. The popolation of lreland
in 1726 was 2,300,000; in 1805 it was 5,400,
000, and that Increase, mearly doubling,
aceurred during a tlme of difficulty, of
religious proscription, and of emigra-
tion. In 1841 the population had
abnormally Inoreased under circamstances
which it is not mnecessary to discuse,
but it had increased to the number of 8,200,
000. ‘But since 1841 the history of Ireland
has been a history of periodical distress, of
famine, end of emigration, and the reenit 1
that the popalation, which at the time I
have stated, stood 8,200,000, stands to-dny at
5,160,000 only, or 235,000 less than 80 years
agoat the t'me of the uwnion, and 3,000,000
less than it was forty-yeara-ago. - In thae last
thirty yeara—from 1851° to:1881—there has
been an smigration trom’ that country ot no
less than two and three-guarter millioos of
souls. Now, }t may be eald tbat Ireland ia
overcrowded. I deny that Ireland as a whole
is overcrowded. There are parta of Irgland
in which the diatribation of the population is
probably too dense ; bat I maintain that judg-
ing by all the testa which we
can reasonably epply to {t. Irsland
& a counlry Is not an  overcrowded
country. The number of Inbabitanta to the
square mile in France e 180 ; Italy, 225,
Belglum, 221; Flanders. 718; England and
Wales, 442; in~this ‘whole of Great Britain,
333; in Yreland, 161. The acresge ot lre--
Iand {8 20,325,000 acres, of which there 1a at
precent arable 13,465,000 acres, snd sn addi-
tlonal ‘aoreage enslly made availabje for til-
lage of 4,000,000 acres, maklig & total of fand
aotusily arable nnd avillable for tillage of
17,468,000 scres, , How many. acres ara cul-
tivated at, this,tlme?  Only 5,200,000; snd
this 15'thé, case with Trespect .to a country of
whicki "the :goll eép Indubitably very fertile,
which has 1alied In; Umen past, enormous
orops, cofnparing favorably In past times with
crgfs;sghs'tﬁa sg?é'_ﬁmq'jrﬁsd In' England, of
wheat, rye, barley, peas, 'besus, potatoes, and
turnips, ‘:t':d‘no one doubts the. oat;‘;”'ty of
Ireland for ralsing cattle. It has very great
advantages, It has great quantitles of bog

T

fusl, an

or ‘us pasture 1ands. “Ib hes splendid coal
fioldr, although-these are hardly used ut all.
It'has. megnificent, perhaps unequalied, fish-
exles, in regard to the quantities of fish caught,
and barbour-and other facilities in connectlon
with the industry. It js posseased of valuable
mites bf gypsum, gold, silve?, lesd; copper and
zino, " It hes besides great faciiities for manu-
facturing, both as regards the facllities for the
trapsport of manufactured goods, for the
supply of raw materlal, and for the chesp-
ness of -the labor t¢ be employed. It
iaf, moreover, great water-power, economiz.
ing the manufactare of the 1aw material with
ths perfected article. It has a population
confesgedly very frée from crime of the

over itg prospects .and  ohances and capabill-
ties may have been demoastrated to be in its
own country, in every other country than
Ireland it poegesses the capaclty to rise ; sand
by its industry, ta abillty, its capacity to take
its own place in the world, wherever its lot
may be.cast. That population is also a popu-
lation coufessedly affectionate, gratefu), snd
possessiog in a large degree the organ ot
veneration, and easily impresesd by any act
of kindness shown towarda it. With sack a
population, with such a soil, with such natural
advantages how dossit come that we havesuch
a regult with respect to population as I have
mentiozed? How doas it come to paes that
the population of Ireland shonld have dimin.
isbed instead of lncreased? That the emi-
gration shonld have been eo great and that
the condition ot the country should be and
a8 we kpow it to be, the whole is due to the
chronically wretched state of Ireland, its
miseries —aocial, material, and political.
That is the reason why, although there may
be, although there has been, as we all rejolco
to know, some improvement in the physical
congditlon of some portions of the populatisn
during the last few years, thia isjto-day & preae-
ing question, and no man can hold that the
condition of Ireland is satisfactory when
viewed in those aspects to which [ have re-
ferred. The condition of the people matert-
ally, as well og in other respects, i3 oune
whick ought to create in all of as who
call ourselves British pubjscts, a teeling of
shame.

THB CAUSKES CF DISTRESS AND DISCONTENT.

1 gay that the condition of Ireland to-day
is due largely to ths want of security and
contentment, to the want of identification
with the soll and attachmert to the Constl.
tution, to the want of hope of improvement
and of bettering thelr condition, which is
really the most essential thing to induce men
to labor. I say that it is due to a ‘eeling that
their grievances are not in reason redressed,
to the lock of afeeling that their Government
i3 conducted according to their needs and
wishes, and to the lack of machinery for
the management In the locality of thelr
togal affatrs, There can be no doubt that
Ireland at and before the time ot the
Union was subject to some graat political
grievances. There can be no doubt that
those grisvances were not of & sentimental
character, but were such as to a large extont
are to-day ackoowledged to be grievances
which dewand the sttention of leglslators and
should be redressed by legislation. 1f you
go back ovar the higtory of the parliamentary
government of Treland for the last eighty
years, and if you begln your enquiry ty a re-
ference to those great and {mgportant land-
marks of grievances, and should enquire as to
the time when, and the circumstances nnder
which, those grievances bave been, eo far as
tney have been, redressed, you will find a very
good reagon there, If you sought no further,
for a deep seated and jastifiadble diasatizfac—
tion with the parliamentary government of
Ireland by the Parliament of the United

Kingdom. There wes the question
—at that time a8 muoch & ques-
tion of juatice and of right as it

was at any later {ime—of Romaa Catholic
emancipation. Thete was the question—at
that time as much a question of justice and
of right as at any later time—of the disestst-
lshment of the nominal charch of the min.
ority. There was the question, what was
called here the lamentable question, but atill
in the condition of that country none the less
a preseing qnestion, of a proper measure for
the relief of tha poor, required because of
the unnatural conditions that ruled distribu-
tion, There waa the question of reform of
the land laws, by the crestion of proper fn-
terest in the soil by those who ocompled the
soll., There wae the question of the creation
of local institutlons to manage local affairs,
and rsndered very Important because of
the abrogation of the rights of the Par-
Hament of Iroland and the transfer
to Westminster of the maragement of
those minute affulrs which, up. to tbat time,
were under the control of the Legislatore
which sat In the capitsl city ot Ireland.
These leading questions to which I have re-
ferred bave been in part—all but the last one,
and that one has never been substantially
dealt with—disposed of, and it may be mekad,
since such is the fact, why do I refer to them ?
1 refer to them because I see that the clrcom-
stances under which and the time under
which those questions were dealt with de-
monstrate move clearly than anything slse
can do the unsatisfactary character of the
government of Irsland by the Parliament of
the United Klngdom,

REMEDIAL LEGIBLATION~—~HOW RROUGHT ABOUT,

When was the question of Boman Catholls
emanpcipation dealt witk? It was not dealt
with ountil nearly thirly years after the
time of the Unlon, Thirty years la aboste
generation,and it required about a generation
for the Parliament of tbe United Klngdom to
nerve itself to the task of dealing with that
question, And how was it then granted ?
Was it grented then as the boon of a cheerful
giver 7 No, sir. It was granted grudgingly
and of necessity. It was granteq, avowedly
granted by she Ministry, becaunse they were
forced to do 1t. Not because it was just,
because they had been proclaiming to the
ends of the earth that it was not just. Not
because 1t was right, because they bad been
-prociaiming that it wes wrong. Iv was
granted Dbecsuse, as they themselves
stated in  Parliament, the - question
wad betwesn granilng that = concession
and coivil war— not an ordinary out-
break, but the condltion of things had coms
_fo that paes that there was to be an jmmedi.
ate  outbreak, a civil war, unless ‘Rorsan
Catholic emaucipaticn was granted. -Wall,
eir, did thet do good? Of course you counld
not remove even under such circumstances a
monstrous {pjastice of that desoription with-
ot some good being done, but I gay the good
wad minimized by the delay..wbich .took
place and by the aititude which waa assumed
by those whe recoived and by those who
gave that Act. The Itlsh people werse tanght
that dreadfal lesson, ao far as the administra-
tion of the Parliament of.the United King-
 dom_oould, teach them .it, that. Eugland's
/8iffi ;ulty wos” Ireland's opportunity. They
were” taught this -by the delay and by
_tue:disposition - with ‘which- those ‘Ministers
ragoeded fo:the grant. .. They were,tanght'not

) rely, upon, . that constitutionsl sgitation
‘which ia the proud basis of our system, and
which ‘every one 18 free to epgage in, bu¢

1and, from which is produced a very cheap

upon pthex pud woras msthedd of a¢00m.

+

u .vyhi.g'x_b _th;.;.nvda;wheu feclalmedl-a_ra in-:
ferior to bone.in.the world, whether as wheat,

ordinary kind ; a ‘population which, what«

: plisking - by’ .unconstitational revoit, 1 say-
. that no doubt something was done by the re-
moval-even under those clicumatances of that
' great blemish, yet nothing was done towards
relléving or conciliating the foeling of the
Irish people, towards leading them to believe
that they had aright to expect from the un-
constrained sense of justice of the British
Parliament the relisf which they had a right
to have, or towarda obtaining those golden
ifruits  whick might bave been reaped
from a great act of justice chemfully
performed, in sufficlent meason, ™The next
great measures of relief for Ireland—and 1
am denliog now only with remedial logisla-
tiou; I am dealing with those measures to
which the English Parliamect may point’
with the greatest pride as marks of its par-
lismentary government witk reference to
Ireland —the next great messures of remedial
legislation occurred how long after? Nearly
twenty yeara after. It was pot uniil nearly
twenty years had elapsed that we nad the
measure for the relief of the poor to which I
bave referred, tollowed shortly by, and iu.
tended at, the time to be tollowed as soon ns
possible by an Act for the sale of encam-
bered estates, The yesrs 1846 and 1849
are, I think, the years in which those twc
meagured wore passed—one fally twenty
years after tho Emancipation Bill and the
other a few yeurs earlier. These Acts, as I
have sald, were not of u latedate. They were
not the offspring of fresh institutions lately
developed.

United Kingdom-—to dealizg with old difi
culties ; and how again was it that they were
brought about? How was it that the public
opinion of the British people and the opinion
of the Parliament of the Untted Kingdom was
aroused to action, such action as was then
taken in these two particulars? Bir, It wus
not the hand of the {nsargest npon that occa-
slon. It was not the hend of the agitatorso
much a8 the hand of fsmine and of pestil-

ence. It was npot until the direst
calamity which has beset the mod-
ern Christian  world came m©Dpon us,

and until a famice took place in which more
human lives were lost than in all the wars
with whickk England has reddened the soil
of Europe or the world. It was not until
that had bappened that the public opiaion to
which I havereferred was sufficiently aroused
to deal with thia question. Such was the
nahbappy condition of Ireland, and the mea-
sura passed for tho reliet of tha poor
waB a great boun to them. The Lncum-
bered Iistates Act, too, was greatly nesded.
It was hoped, however, that that Act wonld
have had an indirect effect verybeveficial tothe
tenants, but that hope failed. The condition
of the tenants as a whole, from the practicsl
operation ot the Act, wos not mitigated,
because it happened that the sales of many
of the lands that wers sold wunder
the Encumbered Estates Act were made to
peorsons entlrely new to the couatry, and who
in a great many instances wers wholly
neglectful of and deficient of those customary
—1 do not call them rights—but those cus-
tomsry favours which wers granted by the
former proprietors to the tenants ; and the
system of Tack-renting and the other difficul-
tice which might be expscted to grow from
guch an uuvnatural system as existed were
aggravated snd {ntensified by the new pro.
pricvtary ; and so it bappened that the demand
for tenant right—pressing as it was before—
bucame still more pressizg by reason of the
practical operation -of the Kncumbered
Estates Act. Well, sir, about twenty yoars
more elapsed befors the next great re-
medlal messure for Irelard was carried
throuzh the British Parllament. It was, I
think, {n 1868 that the law for the disee-
tablisbment and disendowment of the
Irish Church was passed, nearly fifty ywvars
after the Unlon took place. Now, who can
preteud that that act of justice wus not eo
mach sun sct of justice ut the time of the
unlon as it was at the date it became law.
The principle upon which the disestablish.
ment was carrled is Immutable and eternal,
and the gueation had been raised, as we all
know, generations before. Paoblic men in
advance of public opinion of the United
Ktngdom acd of Parliament—intelligent men,
statesmen—~—had ralsed it, hud pointed out
that it was 1mpossibl ethat that establishment
could be defended and malntained, had pro-

osed that an act of justice should be per-
formed, buat it was utterly impossible to make
progress in that direction, an old grievance, a
grievance so old as to be almost out of date,
a gtlevance of a most pressing character.
-How, I ask, was redress for that grievance
cbtained

WBY RITOEM CAME?

Kow, sir, [ shall give you an authentic ac-
conut of how it came that Pariiament and
the people of the United Kingdom decided to
remove that aucient grievance, and I shall
give you the account which the suthor of that
great moeasure for Ireland Limself gave in
1878 1o the RMlidlothian campalign. After re-
forring to Mr. Gladstone’s Mlidlothian spsech,
delivered in 1878, upon the digestsblishment
and disendowment ot the Irlsh Church, he
woat on to explain the reason in this great
mengura of legiglation, by which the people
and politiciana of the TUnlited Kingdom
were led to the bellef that the question was
witbip the range of practical politics,
and led to ses what was their daty to the
people of Ireland. Once again there was the
same moving caunse to the remedy. Once
again there was the sxmulong heart- breaking
deluy, and once again Hoglish and Bcotch
opinion would not act until compslled to do
gc. Onceagaln, theretore, there was no meed
of grace in the meagure 80 obtained. It wos
forced from the Britigh Parllament and was
80 acknowledged, and therefore, 1t it cid re-
move the grievance it did not ag timely and
cheerful legislation would have done, as any
oonsideration of juatice would havedouve, add
the element ot grace, and did not ex-
cite a feeling ot gretitude in the hearts
of those to whom tne benefit was granted,
Bir, that measure was & great -measure in
two distipct agpects. First of all 1t de.
atroyed the pre-eminence of the Church
of the minority. It removed « crying injus-
tice ; it changed a condition which bad com-
bioed the religion of the mejorlty with their
patriotism, a patriotism whbick, so long ‘a8 it
wag the polioy of the Parliament and people
o! the United Kicgdom to maintain the
church of the minority ‘'was necesssrily un
anti-pational patriotlem. - Basided that, there’
was the material gain that Irlsh funds ie.the
amount of many miltlons were sat fres for
legitimate and proper lrich purpo-vs—not
denominational, not svotarian, not for the
minority, not for the majority, but for the'
whole peeple. Busides all thig, the practical
results of the dissatablishment cof tue lrish
Cnaurch, it had an luditect «flect hardlv less
fmportant. It was the first effective measare
for giving to the ocoupiéts of the Lelsh soil o
real and tapgiole intersst In the eeil and for
{ncreasing the number of Irish proprietors.
The just provision which gave to the tenants
oo 'Oburoh )ands the pre-smptive right 'to
‘purchase . thote’ lands on moderate terms, s
vury:amall stm belng payadble down, and the
residne belog spread over instalments for 33
years, compounding principle and interest at
a low rate, which made the apnual payment
.not materially more than the socustomed

‘rent, and so gave the tenanteof Church lands
‘an opporturnity, of which they gladly availed
themselves, of becomlug the owners of the
linds tbey occupied. And thus it added no
lers then five thousand to the mumber ot
Irfsh proprietors of the ®ol. With our
notions, having regard to the figures I have
glven as to the populeticn, you may say that
five thousand Irish propristors {8 n trifle,
‘What is the usa of saying 8o much about five
theusand Iiteh propristors?’ I admit that
it i3 8 drop in the bucket, but then
the bucket had very little more than a
drop in iv a6 the time. The total number of
Irieh proprietors st that time weas but 16,000 ;
€0 that this measurein its operation added no
legs than 5,000, or very nearly one-third, to
-the number of Irish proprietors, snd 5 wmea-
sure which hag such an effect cannot be ra-
-gerded as a very important messtre of roltef.
Now, sir, Ireland is a conutry of small agri-
cultural buildings, and in considering
this question, wo must not forget that
ofrcemstance. There are in Ireland no
less tham 533,000 distinet farm tew-
nacies, of which no less than 450,000 are
under 50 acres, and no less than 50,000 more
are betwesn 50 aud 100 acres, showing that
the grent buik are under 50 acres, aud no less
ithan 500,000 out of the total §33,000 ave
ander 100 acres. Although there are excep-
tions, a8 we kuow, principally in one of the
provinces of Irelaud, but also in the case of
many estates scattered through other parts of

They were the approach by the ) that country, yet, speaking in the large, the
Eoglish Parlinment—the Parliament of the §bulk of these 533,000 holdings are yearly—

and they are vearly in a conatry in which the
custom has been that the tenant shall make
the improvements, & couptry which com-
bives what would be regarded in conn-
tries in which there {8 & practl-
cal freedom of contract as wholly incom-
patible conditions of yearly tenancy, while
the tenant does the substantial improvoments
on the land, Now, sir, while that is the
number of Irish farm tenancies, let us eeo to
what extent the ownership of farm lands pre-
vails. In Irelatd one in every 257 persons
owos farm lande, whilein France one in every
eight persons owns farm lands; in contral
and northern Karope, the tenure of land
is widely diffused; and while we have
szen a very gradual growth and a very lmper-
fect developement in the centinental coune
tries of Europe of the principles of popular
and responsible Grovernment, while in that
regard they are far bebind the United King-
dom, yet we havd seun, since the days of the
French Revolution aud the Napoleonlc age,
large advancee made—much larger ad-
varces than have been even dreamed
of in Epgland-—towards diftugion of the ten-
are of land and the abolition of thut most ob-
jectionable portion of the feudal system. In
the Bhino provinces, inclading Westphalia,
theve are 11,600,000 acres of cultivable land
—and how many proprietors?—1,157,000
proprictors, or one to every ten acres of land,
and if you rend the history of the content-
ment end comfort, the work and labor,
tha cnergy and iedustry—the indomitable
induatry—that is displayed in many of thess
countries by the proprictors of these small
areas, you must bs convinced that the ooly
thing that enables the Governments of thess
counutries to be carrled on at al); burdened &g
thay are with enormous expenses, with an im-
perfect development of constitutional gov-
ernmsent, with great milifary armaments, and
with an oppressive system of conscription and
rilitary servico—the only thing that glves
the people heart aud hope, and enables them
to struggle ¢n at ell, is that wide diffusion
of the ownorship of land, which there is
nothing better calculated to promote the sie-
bility of the people to whom the land be-
longs, Take the BState of New York, in
which there are 22,200,000 acres of farm
lapds, and in which the holdings are large,
g is natural in & new country, where thersis
80 muoh land uzdispoeed of se there i8 in
this continent, There the owners of the
land in 1870 were 216,000, agninst 21,000 in
Ireland, includicg the owuners of Obarch
lapde. Look at two porticns of Irelamnc,
which may be selected as examples ; take the
agricultural counties of West Meath and
Cuvan, waich comprise 136,000, and in which
there are 612 awners of less than 50 acres in
that whole district; iz the countles of Qal-
way and Mayothere ere 2,760 acres, and there
are only 225 owners of less than 50 acres.
The number of emall owders 1s insignificant
fn England, but tbat number ia compauted to
be about ten times a8 large in proportion as
the number {8 in Ireland, and that in »
country of which . belleve the greatast prac-
tical blemish.to-day isite own land laws. I be-
Heve there can be no doubt that the greateat
blomish in England snd Bcotland to-day is
the condition of the ownpership of the land;
but even thero that difficulty has diminished
relatively to tho condition of things in Ire.
Inud. Now, sir, there can be ro doubt that
tho old penal laws, which among other rolics
of barbarity probibited for a longtime Roman
Oatholics elther frora owning or inkeriting
lands, had much to o with the creation of
the presvnt state of thiugs ag to the lnnd-
bholding in Ireland, aud that state of thiogs
being once created and marked deeply upon
the country, it hocame of course proportion-
ateiy difficult to obliterate it. The result
was a practical eerfdom ; the pesple who cul-
tivated the lands were only left with enough
to subsiet on in & miserable manner.

THR TREATMENT CF THE TENANT-PARMERS,

All concede that there were msny landlords
ia Ireland who granted proper leasee, aud be-
haved with propriety towards their tenantry;
vet in the large, the practicel resalt was that
the whole profit of the lands, with the excep-
tion of a poor, miserable subslstance to the
tenant who worked them, went to the land-
lord; avd also that where Improvements
wevre made, an early -opportunity wae taken
to increase the rental of the lands to the ex-
tent to which they had become capable of
producing by virtue of the improvements
which the tenant and his family had made,
This was & state of things which
of course did not merely dimfnish, but
destroyed, that hope of bettering himself,
which {s the spur by which you canp. ex.
pect men to riss, and under the {nfluence of
which you can expect happiness and content-
ment to be diffused. ' The fivst or one’'of the
earl{est writers on the subject of land-holding
—~Young, I think—says: ¢« QGive a man.but)
nioe years' lease of & garden snd he will tam
it into a degert ; glve hlmi the freshold of the
nativs rock and he will turn it iuto a garden ;"
and I believe that not natruly represents the
soiative coudition of things between the short
holder under tbe customa that prevail in Ire-
land and the proprietor. Now, that sltzation
would bave been bad enough, if the rents eo
~xnoted from the tenantry were renta in-any
{-raper sense of the term ; but the whole pro-
dues of the soll goes, net to enable the. unfor.
tuuats ‘people to’ clothe themselves, but
to. ifve  ia 'regs; -not- to feed themselves,
but to keep starvation from them, and-above
thit the whole of . the produce of the. gotl - s
taken by landlords whodo not live in the,
‘country. A certsin measure of improvement
and progperity would neoéssarily have'ariféon’
“from the - expenditure of the'soil of those
enormons rents.. . Bat to make a condition—

#t111 mora miserable the bulk of thoge who

recelved thedo rents were absentoe Jandlords;

misgrable enough, God knows, without it—|

aud so it happened that, speaking once again
:in the Isrge, not merely n fair share and ir-
crument ot.the proprietor.of the. .8oil from iz,
bat the whole produce of the eoll of Ireland
also, with but! wretchid liviogs for thoss who
raigsed - It, : went away from :Ireland—was
rather o "tribute paid by Ireland to foreign
couuntries than legltimately: supplied within
the land itself apd which would have
occasioned - the development - of trade and
manafactares which wonld have given more
employment to the agricnlturist as well as
otherwise aud produced some mitigating cir-
camstances at any rate to retrieve the dark-
neas of the picture to which I have referred.
1 say it happened .there was luxury for the
absentee laudlord, miisery for the resident
tenant, as the rale, aud that in & country of
which it bas been sald, not rhetorically, but
in sober trath, that it you wiped out the ten-
snts' Improvements you would converk nine-
tenths of Irelond into a desert again. 1
hive sald enough to show that the question
of the land i8 at the core of the Irlah gues-
tion and to show how great was the import.
apce of any moasure, such as the Iridh Church
Act, which should have tended oven In a
moderato degree to unite the diverae interests
of tho occupant and the land he occupied and
to creats o land proprietary in Ireland. ‘Ubat
measure was followad within a year or two
by the Land Act of 1870, an Act which was,
nc doubt, a usefnl Act, and which was, prob-
ably, in effact., 1 have no doubt, quite as
strong aud sweeping a meusuro as the public
opinion to which I have raferred or the peo-
ple of the United Kingdom wounld suffer to
be passed at that duy, but which, in cousequ-
ence of that public opinion not being suflici-
ently appreciative of the situation was far be-
hind what the necessities of the situation
called for; and both the Church and
Land Acts were brought within the domain

of practical politles, not becauss in-
terested or geifich Jondlords or wealthy
tenants had come to the conclusion,

from some new turn of reasouing, that
tho condition of Iroland was ona of injustice
that required amelioration, but because =
great gaol in the hears of London was broken
open and some policemen In Manchester were
killed. That it wus this that aroused Eng-
land’s aitention to Irlsh affairs and rendered
possible those measures of reform is beyond
doubt; and agnin the same fatal error, and
ugaln justice snd wensures of propristy and
prudencs too long deloyed; shd again tbose
mensuren obtained by acts deplorable, by acta
which we cannot defend, not by counstitution-
al agitation, for constltutional agitation had
been proved powarless ; and again those les—
soud taught the Irish people which have borne
for 80 many yoars such fatal fruits as those to
wbich Mr. Gladstone referred

OPERATION OF THE LAND ACT.

The Land Act was usefnl in fts way, but it
was not wide epough. The Iand clauaes,
most hopseful in theory, which struck largely
at the root of the question, turned out in
practice not g0 useful asthe land clauses with
reference to the Irish Church, owing to a
differvnce of conditions. The truth was that
in other respects the land iaws of Ireland, us
of Kngland and Scotland, were grievously de.
fective, and the expense of a voluntary
transfer of land in smatl parcels wasalmnst

prohibitory. The seatch for (itles and
coples and coonveyancug itsslf wure
such that whatever price jyom might

fix for those moderate portions of lund
which were the utmost aspiration of the
occupant would fn many coses fall to meet
the expenses of conveyancing. That was one
difficnity with which legiclation was unable
to grapple. There waa another in the want
of sympathy on the part ot the Trearury and
other Depariments of the Government with
those ciadses, which savoared a little too
much, In the then public oplninn of the
country, with a feellug ot interfering with
the sacred property and land, which looked a
little too much towards a denial of the
divine right of landlordism, which looked a
little too much like a practical re-
cognition of the motto that preperty has
its duties arn well as its rights. And It
s0 happened in practice that there were
but 100 salea a year on the average, or
n total of 800, by the last return I have
been able to obtzin nnder the provisions of
the land clauses of the Act of 1870, 8o,
therefore, you will observe that the Act was
wholly defective ag a remedy fur the ovils
complained of, and by experlence was proved
to be wholly inadequate. Then in 1880 the
fart Liand Act was passed uvder continunal
pressure ; under the same pressure increased
sod agyravated by eventa—a greal muasure,
bat In {teslf vot likely to settle the great
question. I will not diecuss the complicated
detalls of that measure ; but I will say that
a principle, and, in the practical appreciation
of it, a meseare woich {s based upon the

ground and founded wupon the tea.
son upon which that measaro de-
pends, end which mukes no pro-

vision at all for deallng with cases of arrears
of rents, cannot be rerarded as a final or satls-
factory measore it thera were no other defact.
If you look at the bistory of the ills which
preceded that measure, and st the circum-
stances of the country ag stated by others, yon
will se¢ that a measure must bo to a large
extent wholly inadequate and entirely bayond
practical application towards many, or most,
of the grievoua casea that can be suppoged to
exlst under it, unless it deals with arrears,
‘The most grievous cages will be thoss of par-
ties unablo to pay thelr rents. However,
nobody can doubt but that the meaeure
wng an immensge, active rellef —that It
waf & meaeure that gave more than was
expected by many, or thought possl-
ble to be obtalned from the Parlia-
ment of the United Kingdom, and nobody
can doubt it was obtained nlso from Parlia-
ment only by continued difficnltjes. 7he
otate of Ireland, a8 It had beep, was becomiog
more eggravated still, Things were grow-
ing worse and worse before theadoption of
the last remedinl measure, and the eonviction
at last fmpressed itself un the United King-
dom that something more must be done to
remedy those evils, Bat tho same futal
etrorg which attended the agttation for the in-

 troduction of the previcus remedial meagares

attended this. - It came 5o late that a large
portion ofthe beneflt, so far as restoration of a

-better feoling, so far as "the oonviction that

Ireland conld depsud on the justice of
the Parliament of the Uaited Kiogdom,
80 far as the expectations of Irlshmen. them-
relves that there were nny prospects ol sn
snding of thelr snffering was concerned, that
this last remedial: measurs bad wbolly lust
its. grace. . 8o far as.all these considerstions
are concerned L eay It fa us plain us the day.
that’ true statesmanship pointed to earlier
-action; to aotion under ‘other aud different
olrpumatances, when A measure- even ‘lvsa
‘thorough-going than the-one would have pro-
cuted an amellorstion in the oondition and
tempér of ths peopls of the codutry much
greater than could be expected from the mea~
sure_brought In” ad, Garried"af the time and,
under (he cironmstances ‘and uoder the prés-
gure whioh:atttended fta belng carried. ~That'
1s. the . record: 'of £0 years of ramedial’legisi:

-lation , for, Ireland. ... These- are. the.: im-:

portant “]andmarki of the Aots for the

remedy of wrongs and the day of justice tbat
bave disiivgulshed British legislation In the

“redihithatietage-of dlrcuseion; unless:therobe.:
:somp :-eXtraordinary reason.ofiurgency; teuch ii.loh:
-a8,1ately:attended: the discussion: of the Irisle: v oe:.

paat 80 years, There are others, n_d doubt,
subsidiary Acts. It did nut tuke quite se

loug, T forget whether mor~ b+ n couple
of parliaments, ta induen 15 # -1 ments of
the United Kingdom to pasa s 3u..: « Cloglog
Act, which was demandwl bv it 1 nimous

voica of tha Trish peopls, nrid was spplicable
to them ouly, bat which did not »gree with
the sentimeunts of the British publican, ané
which therefore it was taought wrouy to give
to the Trish peop'n. DBntit cama st last, and
minor measuras of this description have come
to Ireland from time to time, but the large
nod impoitant meveures of statesmanship
which had egitated the public mind are
those to which I hsve reierred, and whisck
have been aceomplished orly after the delays
and under the clrcomstances I have briefy
stated. Can anyboldy wonder, then, that
there should have grown up early, and that
there shounld continue with an ever-increasing
volume and urgency, a cry for a measure of
Home Rule? Puot the question to nurselves.
If we had besn for eigbty years ia the posi-
tion that these poople have been in for that
time; if we had to acitste for oue generation
for one moasare of juatice, for three-quorters
of a gonecration for ths next measure, anl
two-thirde of a genoration for the third; if,
a9 each of thege messures had been obtained,
it wag due not to the recoguition of the just-
pes3 of our cause, but to the recoguliilon of
the danger of farther delay, what would have
been onr feelings and how earnestly we would
have demaunded some portion of control over
our affuirs? But there is

A DARKER SIDB TO THR PIOTURE

than that, While remedies were relused
justica, force was at the same tima constantly
applied. While you have the miserable re-
cord of remedial Acts to which I have referced,
pou have the record of Arms Acts, Cuerclea
Actr, Reatruint of the Press Acte, Suspensiea
of Habeas Corpus Acts, and all those legisla-
tive means of coercing the people passed from
timo to time with the utmost freedom by the
snmo Parliament which was denying and de-
laying what is now admitted to have beem
only justice to tho pecple. I do not meam
to say that the conduct of the Irlsh people—
a large portion of it-—under these circums—
gtances was justifiable Far from it. I de
not mean to say that it might not have boest
necessary sometimes to pass these Acts, The
trnefriends of Ireland have from time to time
concurrod {n this pasenge, but 1 do mean to
yny that the condition of things lasting fox
oighty years, with such a recora on its brighter
side ot remoalal legisintion, and such a re-
cord on its darker gida of coercive legislation,
is o record which proves that the experimené
of local government for Ireland by the Par-
linmont of tho United Kilngdom hns been &
diznatrous fnilare. Desldes legisinlive cser-
cton, there were other wmethods of coorciow
omployed. 'There i3 nn army, under tho
gulse of a constabulary, of 12,000 or 13,088
of, I suppose, tho best trcops in the world
—the Irlah Constabulary; and we have
had from (ime to time largo portious of the
military forces of the Empire quartered im
freland-—from time to tine not loss than 58,-
000 men. 1 bolieve to-day 60,000 men of
tho British army are stationed in Ireland le
keep the people down, aud large detachments
of the British fleet fregneunt Irlsh harbors fes
the same purpose. Whether right or wreng
in this controversy, it canuot be contended
that ibhe Government of Ireland for €&
years has been o Government by constite-
tional means, but it must bo admitted that
it I8 o Government of force. That &
the large result of the whole business.
Now it 1s acknowledged—as tho hem.
mewmber for Victoria has sald, freecly and
frankly acknowlodged—that Ireland was be-~
iog mismanaged all these years. What a
bumtifating condition is that which the father
of Purllament, the mother of constitutional
freedom throughout the waorld, occupies em
this quoestion. Who of us did not feel withs
pang of humiliation the keen ghaft of the -
satirist who forged, 8o to speak, the letter
from the Bultan ot Turkey not Jong simes
calling, in response to somo calla that bad
bsen made by England on him to remedy some
grievances of his subjscts, on the British Gow-
ernment to remedy the conditions of the Irish
peopla? Who did not feel that such ®
letter might hava been falrly written, thad
such n complaiut might have becn falrly
made, snd that the argument esamectimes
urged in this [House of (v quogue might have
been fairly used. Of the restutions I think
it 18 needless to speak, No doubt Ireland is
largely in a state of aparchy—ruled, a9 fac as
the Kingdom is conrccraed, malnly by foroe 5
nainly, 80 far as a lurge portion of the people
{8 concerned, by an organization without and
beyond the control of the Iaws ; snd I mala- .
toin that it 18 the delays whbich havo takem
place fn thelr paszage, and the clrcametaneess
under which these measures of primary jus-
tico and importance have been nt longie
granted, which are responsibtle for the dis-
tressed condition of that couatry,

THE CAUSEY OF DBLAY.
There were for theas dolays two reasons.
Reformera—snd I do not nge the word Ina
party mense or as defiaing wholesale the Re-
form party ot England as compared with rhe
Oonservative party, though I might so use it ;
but still thers have been honorable exoep-
tiong In the Conservative party—Rotormers
fn the latter sense of the term have from time
presaed upou the public snd upon Parlinment
long belore these reforms wore granted thelr
justice and necessity ; but the great body
of public opinion was unqueationably
hostile to Irelsand, snd the Parlia-
ment beiog a Parliament of the Uaifted
Kingdom in which the opinlon of the majer~
ity must rule, it was impossible under the
constitutional Bystem that the justice or ex-
pedlency to which the mojority were not
alive could be puahed forward. 1 bellsve
that long ago many of thess measures would
have been carrfed by far-sighted statesmmem -
except that they felt it was impossible te
oarzy them—uxcopt that they wereyos Mz, |
Gladstonaput it, beyond therealm of practioal
politics, because the arlstocrate, the large land-
holding lnterest, the Conservative Interest, and
many other Interests were entirely too sirong
to. enable the relatively small band -ef .
advanced re{ormers from carrylog them st alf.
Tu'a word, the publio opinlox of; the United .
Kingdom did not recognize the importanoe of,
and wag not suffictently advanced to diacharge
the duties of efficient!y managing-Irish affalrs.. ..
The second d'fficulty was the wantof tme.,
Parlisment was overwelghted with ita com- - . .
cerng., It had to deal with large Imperial
concerus, it had to dea! with local conoerns
which were supposed to be more preesiag,
and it wes unequal to.its tack. - We. know
that for ‘& great meny years Parllament has
been Gnequal to its task in that regard. We
know that measures baye been broughs
dn by &trong Governments sesslon after sem.
slon snd have been just craghed out. by the ...
pressave of otber sifaire, bave not besa reache
td. It takea years, &8.a.rule,.before that -
which is desmed snfficiéntly ‘ripe for legisla-
;tion to be actuaily~brougtit-into-Parllsment .

‘by . Governmiont:on.) its,respensibillty:oan’ "

PR

question, It has 8o happened that men have
boon t0o apt to eay with refersnce to tholarge.

(Concluded on Sixth Pegey) i



